of holding Church-Commumion , between ſuch 
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Touching the Lawfulneſs, or unlawfulneG| 


ho have ben Bapti after their Beleeving, 

END 
Baptized, then in their Infancie. 

As likewiſe 8 

In which Anſwer , the undueneſs of ſuch 


mixt Communion is Declared , the Unlawfulneſs 
of Infant-Baptiſm, and the neceſſity of after _ (| 


Baptiſm is Aſſerted. 2 
By W. 4A. | 1 
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whether it were: __ af noon 

ve 3603 11 : not 
| — — thee whoſeever 
A 87, not 20 fpendthy pregions tim und thanghts in 
following the Wilde-gooſe-chaſe of men, in their Mean- 
— ſþ «tes about theſe things of common 2 
22 ſe z but 1 and att, according to 

nw t nly written in the New — 
of our Lord 728 C 2 — bus laſt Wil 
" andTe — rg ——7 
as mig —— —— 2 be about it, but 


and ob e 

s & . 
En LS 
Sor «dow ern what « of Chriſt, and what but 


with far 3 2 
„lich — 47 not finde p written 4s 
2. for then wilt not need to 22 — 


Ar 


Wochende. 


| e lane vr ne whi 224 
pie You of the , arg 
approbationvf beaver: wand why ban any man ge 

about, when i neuer way preſentrit ſelf to him ? 

Let chat therefore in you, which ye have 
heard from the begining: if chat which ye have 
heard from the begining remain in you, ye allo 
ſhal continme in the Son, and in the Faber. 
1 Fehn . 24. IL 


4 n 
5 a 


bance it occaſions, even among Beleevets themſelves. 

Let ſuch conſider , "Es 

"i 3 — is el the fingf the 

Anti=chriftian party in ene refpet, as it is the ar bri- 

frm: in another: Rev. 17. 14- Thſe have on miode, ind dive a 

their and power unto the BeH 24 [tis onely onconeſ7 

in the then, that i commendable and deſireable, If ſo, then, 

3. Itirmnot theſe that keep cloſe to the Dofttine of the New Tefta- 

ment and the landable prattiſe of the Saint i, as at the begining, 

the Baptiſts do, that are to be charged with diviſies mating , bus \ 

thoſe that divide from the plain Way of the Goſpel , and thoſe that 

walt i it, Rom. 16. 17. Make them which cauſe diviſions and 

offences, contrary to the Doctrine which ye have LEARNED, 

and avoyd them. 4. Truth is to be preferred before peace 3 and 

beaventy wiſdome is more,and better known by Truth,then by Peace: 

Jam.3.17. The wiſdom that is from above is firſt ure hen peace» 

able. Tr»th may not be balkgd, or ſold at any rate, ne not for peace 

61 ſelf: Pro. 23. 23. Buy the truth ind (ell it not. C4. 2. 3. To whom \ ; 


we place by ſubjection, no not for an hour, that the truth 
of the | might continue with you. 5. Such whoſe ground 
on which they ftland, is trwih, though they ought with all ſmerrneſ1, 
love, and meckneſ;, to invite and perſivade ober to come over to 
them, yet may by no mean: depart t ar remove their ſtanding no _- 
it were to gain others to thew, 1 Core 9. 21. To them that 
are without Law, as without Law(being not without LA] o God, 
but under the Law to Chriſt )chat I might gaio themtbat arc with» 
out Law. er.15.19. Let them return to thes , but return not thou 
uncothem. Phil. 3. 15,16. It in any thing ye be otherwiſe minded 
God ſhal reveal even this unto you 3 - Nevertheleſs , wrereio we 
have already attained , let us walk by the fame rule, let us minde 
the ſame thing, 6, b endl: is Genealogies, and friving - 
bout the Law, and the of ments and hearbs, are but /ucb 
1, 4nd the truth thew, bat of that nature, as that 
[ks thereof, peace muſt not be broken IV. 3.9. 1 Tim. 1. 4. 
Rom. 14.) yet firſt, ſack points or queſtions, «s concern the fulfilling 
of any 7 ( of which tee that concern the —— 
R King wp 
) 1 


| 99 war; 8 264 
$ not Goſpel T about matter! of f, alſo 
matters of Geißel order, ſuch a the «Apoſtle calt Ordinances, ap- 
pointmen's, er traditions, 1 Cor. 1 1. 2. rve# theſe art truth; to be 
contended ſer, and not to be let go for peace ſake. And the 
thowg bt this a ſufficient an/wer 10 /ucb & ſbould contendagainſt theſe 
Viz, that they had no ſuch coſtome neither the Churches of God, ver, 
16. with ver. 2, 3,4. J. c. And if the Charcbes of God, then had no 
ſuch cuſtom eit ber, a to ſprinkl: or Baptiſe little children,or to ad- 
mit members to n , dees nat the 
Apoſtles ſaying, bere, pr pen ect aH, rvince 
2 — finſul and unreaſonable likewiſe , that 
and praiſe ſuch 5 4 theſe, contrary to the cuſtoms of the f 
Churches, Which in all laudable things were patterws to al ſucceeding 
Churches ? The — baving 52 3 . given _ of the 
MM of iniquity its begining then to work, ver. 7. coming 
of . of 30 wwrig breonſneſt,ver. 10. 
which we know in the Papal Apeſtacy, bath fallen ont as wel in al- 
ters of Goſpel order, & in points of faith; he to prevent « 00 5 


” 
both, exhbort: them ver. 15. to ſtand faft and tabold the Traditions 
Which they had bees taught ; yea and in chap, 3. v. 6. counts that 4 
diſorderly walking, which Was not after the Tradition which they 
had recerved from the Apoſtler. And 5f it Wore the wiſdon and duty 
of the Churches then, to ftand faſt, and to bold faſt the Traditions 
which they bad received the Apoſtles, au wel towebing matters 
of Goſpel Order as #tberwiſe to prevent their falling into Ai chri- 

ftian pollntions, then donbtleſt, the Way fer men now, to recover 
themſelves and others from under theſe pollations, is by returni 
back to theſe Apoſtolical traditions, and 2 faſt i» them. hi 

doubtleſs is their duty, bat diſ wrb ance ſas ver mg) follow there ue. 
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An Anſwer to M. I. G. bu XL. 
Queries, touching Church. Communi- 
on between ſuch as have been Baptiſed 
after they have Beleeved , and others 
who have not otherwiſe been Baptiſed 
then in their Fnfancie, As 125 


- -tonching Infant and after Baptiſm, 
ded i.-wiſc, there is 1 ſuppoſe little 
Gelato be mate, 1 
Cor ſcience, about which the Querics exe im Aud there. 
fore rather then ih: defire, of this 3 in chis 


He 1 s of the Worthy Author of the 
ſubject muttet of that Book, being propuun- 
an expectation on his part, to receive a teturn 

der to a further Diſcovery of Truth in 2 Caſe of 
be ball be kept too long felling, 1 have reſolved (having firlt 


Book Intituled Philadelphia , touch ng the 
4 from the hand of ſome friend, ot other in or- 
waited a while for ſome hand to have undertakea it ) 


through the aſfilance of God, to offer my mite towards this 
Querie. 


ſervice, ro which I adrefi * as follows. 
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: Querie, J. BUY NTT 
Loreen Eun = 
* Per Comm 
lowſbip, with thoſe Whew be } trme Belecver s ape account 


onehy of their not having been Baptieed ! 
Reſpondax;. 


As for matter of Example for ſuch a practiſe, there is I ſap-. 


poſe none in Scripture, no more then there is of diſclaiming 
communion with the Church of Re, 2s now it is, or with the 
the Parochial Churches in E ot cllowhere; and yet it wil 
not follow, that the one is any more unlawful then the other, 
ny examples are matters of Fact, and thert fore, there 

ving 


#* 4+k\ 


TiBrary of the 


HEO 
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UNION 1 


; the Queriſt will fey, that there is Precept in 

which doerviewelty requive him to dilcliim come 

with the Church of Ne, and the Parochiall Chur- 

ches in their way, then 7 will ſey the ſame concerning Baptized 
Beleevers, their refu — — 
doth rinuallyrequ 
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hand, vis, where God requires Circumcifion under pain of being 
* 

— — 

Den ( an 

on ſhould be — — ple of /jresl in 

Chun ch-fellowſhip? It it bo [rid a eming of by death. is there» 
—— — [ fay, that is excluſit oi R 5 

; for the Major includes the Minor, und i & more to 

be cut off by the hand of death, trom all opper'/nosy 0! ture 


communion wich the Church ,then it is for a man to be debarred 
preſent communion, onely in order to his repentance , thac be 


might — Apart 

But whether ſuch a cuting off be in that place intended-gr uo 
moR cerrxin it is, that fuch a off is exjoyned, £xad, 12.48. 
where hs faid ; That no nnciranmei{cd 


, fpexking of che 
ere En. B 3 And 
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And ther. fore, if it be good real from cirevmeiGon to 
B ptiſm, (which dried oy de bid ed ieu to 
their cau'e of — Baptiſm, which 1 — — bottomed 
there upon then it follows undeniably way CI 
that as uncircume ſiom by the command of God, did 4 
perſors of communion with the people of God in Churer dgl. 
lowſb'p, then, ſo non · Baptiſm does debar perſons of Charch- 
communion do w. And now — — ay 


ma, will the Pedobz ſuffer themſelves to be gored 
Will they ſay the con —— to argue the 
fion of gabaptized perſons from Church-commugnion, from the 


excluſion of uncircumciſed perſons from acts of Church-com- 
— if ſo, then how can 
the conſequence be good , toargue the Baptiſm of Iofants from 
the circumciſion of Infants ; tor the fame thingy ave the fame 
conſequences z- and to things alike , belongs the like reafon uad 
judgement, ind therefore let them cither grant my inference, 
or for ever ceaſe any more to infer from /nfants, curcumciſion, 
— 
2. CI cnn: the fame Law which en- 
the learned Queriſt, and others of his way, to deny the 
ledge of their Churches to other Beleevers that are not of 
their Churches, bat do le their way, and cannot ſubmit to 
their order, the (ame Law enjoyn baptized belcevers, not 
— nn dy mr ry priviledges fuch 
beleevers, as do ſeruple their order and way of 
— in order to Church communion, and will not 
{bmit thereto. For the Scripture is every whit as expreſi for 
Baptiſm to precede the enjoyment of Church priviledges, as it 
is for a voluntary conſenting to Church order and government, 
to precede the ſame enjoyment, Nay {am confident, chat the 
and Plea's, brought to prove it lawful to admit 
to ſuch communion without Baptiſm, if «dmiced 
as good, would overthrow and level the Order —— 
la 


of particular Churches, — — s 

ed to Church-priviledges * or w 

miting tothe r — pg yoo ch, both w 
previous to aRty of Church-communioo , ud 1 arm the 


man 8 e l bay 
once 11 more 

the Comm fan f Crit to them, was to teach and 

firlt, and to admit into Church fellowſhip thereu 
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ing cogrer their gr 
Gate; Harker Biptiſm. 
well ſuppoſe 


Biptiſcn ; not into this or that particular 
one Church of Chrift, which is di 
and particular Societies. 
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ih, 168 the Supper of thy Lord, 
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and this he did bon do 
For what elſq cia be ir 


and Bepti 
Gate Bed, ant Ke Gn ar 
{aid reſpeRively to be Baptized, and to drink. But cleetly the 
Apoſt le ſeems to intend to minde theſe Corinthians 
bow that by means of the ſame uk warking upon all their 
hearts, they became members of the ſame body through Bap- 
(iſm, aod —_— Body,they came to have communion 
in Spirit, or with the Spirit in the ſupper. And chat which will 
yet ſerve to evince, that it is not a Baptiſm with the ſpi- 
tit, bat a Baptiſm with water that is here meant, is this, becauſe 
rg ts pong noch. bes as the Agent or work- 
ing cauſe, and Baptiſm as and it is ridiculous to make 
both cauſc and the ſame thing, It is true indeed, the ſcrip- 
ture doth ſpeak of a being Baptized with the ſpirit 3 but when 
Father corke gens Beprning wich he icky or donors 
ast t Wit dut cver as 
muking the | pbock the ſubJR marcer wherewith, and alſo 
the Agent whereby men are Baptized in the ſame Baptiſw. See 
for this, Mat. 3. 11+ Mart, 1.8. Lake 3. 16. 48.1, 4. 3. with 
Luke 24.49. Ad, 11,16, 
The premiſes therefore 


* | 5 
without baptiſm, to be « reaſon uato 


ſame courſe? unleſſe we will ſay, thoſe 

they ordered themſelyes in thoſe times, 

Chriſtians of the firſt age of the but not to us now; 
and if ſo, then farewel! all Goſpel! | if we may 


take Iberty to caſt away one Law of Order; and 
Worſhip, then why not two, and ſo three, and in the end all ? 
to which indeed theſe leſſet beginni — 92 
mould to God it ight be more condered, laid to heart. 
Querilt. 
How can this ever be proved, that there were no believers na- 
b aptizad in the Apel due, 


Kps. 

I know none that does afficm any ſuch thing , us that « be- 
liever wis net it any time while he was a belicyer uaba 
nay doubtlalc men were believers firſt, and then were bapti- 
ed after they began to believe. But if the Owerift intends 
thus, bow will it be proved, that no believer in Church-fel- 
lowſhip was unbaprtized? Then the anſwer is, that it is proved 
by - 6. — the like dc tiptures lately quoted, where its ſaid in 
c&R, that all of all ſorrs, tanks, an tees, that were of the 
body, were baptized into that body, and if all were of the bo- 
dy by it, then none were withonrt it. 

Br it grantid , 1hat there were no believers wnh aptizad in the 
Apoſtles daict, uyon woes gromed notwithſtanding can the protiife 
now gnerud be juſtified or mannraincd, waleſs the prattiſers er- 
rainly hnow, and can ſaniiſ therſelver, that in caſe there bad 
bein [ch believers in theſe tim ( | mean who bad brim nudapti- 
ed or wndnuiy baptized ) theſt duly baptized wontd bave declined 
[ach communion with them, a1 thes ſpecified? 


you. 

Believers now, arc doubtleſſe no more then believers were 

then; (1 do not mean no more in number) and if ſo, then the 

ſame ground that did fatishe baptized believers then, in not 

joyning in Church fellowſhip with perſons — 

though they did believe, unt il they were baptized, ( a 
did believe before they were bar d. and yet were got 


| [151 
mitted into Church communion ti ster beeired, as wen 
proved above) willſorve sto fraß baptizs 5elievers now, 
touching the la fuloc ſie wt che hens vio tice wwhinh Is the 


will and appoint men; of Jeſus Oni lt cirnrt et; for 
in that we find ſuch a thing practiſed with e 5 of the 
Apoſtles, we may well conclude it to proceed 14-6: their di- 


rections and inſttuctions, and conlequently from the word him- 
ſelf, as we ate taught to infer, 1 Cor. 14. 37. 
[!, Query. 

Whither cas it be proved from the Seriptmrer, or by any arge- 
ment libs to fue the conſcience of any tender and conſidering 
Ciriſtion, that the Apoſtles , or other Chriflians in thiir daes, 
wonld have declined Church. m with ſuck perſons, whom 
they judged tut beltevers im Hu, only becauſe they bad net 
been b nptixed After 4 profeſſion of their believing? 

Ne von. 

t does not only appear , that che Apoſtles and other Chri- 

ſtiant would have declined Church-communion wich belie- 
rett, becauſe not'baprized, but — — they did 6o it; for it 
ſufficient ly apprares that men and women did believe before 
they were baptized, Ad. 2. 41. & 8. 12.37. 38. & 16 8. with me- 
ay other places: And I hope it is proved to ſatwfaRtion, in my 
anſwer to the firſt Y #exy, that beſicveti were not admitted to 
Church-fcllowſhip then, till after baptized, their believing 
notwithfianding;f fo, bet i U not admitting leſſe, then 8 
refuſing to adm them to ſuch communion? 
The teaſon why the Lei ſeems to conceive, that the A- 
poſties and ocher Chriſtians would not have declined Church- 
communion wech believers, only for their want of bapriſme, 
runs thus: 5 wen ö 


Confidering that the eApoſtie Paul exprefly ſaith, That in Je- 
ſus Chritt (auer the Goſpel er profeſſion of Feſnes (rift in the 
worla) acer cirtume ion availerh any thing, nor uncircum- 
cifion, but faith which workerh by love, Gal. 5. 6. 4 again, 
Thavarcumcilion'is nothing nor uncireumcifion is nothing, 
but the keeping of the Commandemenrs of God, 1 Cot. . 19. 
weaning, that underthe Ge/ptl, neithir did the +b ſervation of any 


exigrnall 
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Goda the want 

— obo — ber they 
whin was all in alimate 41 any 1 and 
Aer tbe a ac 
repred God, is bſappraved, was 
ſecb a kind of faith (not [ach or ſuch a kind of reremeny , or [uch 


2 —5 rr 
of love, wit 
— 2 — God. 9 


Re/peu. 

. What docs the Qui mean, when he ſays, that under 
the Goſpel! the obſervation of any external tte or ceremo- 
ny, avails a man nothing towards the commending of him to 
God, nor does the want of it prejudice his acceptation with 
him; docs he mean; that is does not avail him in any ſenſe? (as 
onewould ſappole chaewere minded co rake him in the worſt 
ſenſe, fincc his aſſertion is indefinite) but ſurely this is not his 

——— profitable —.— — 

U. un yaine 
but of like indifferency, as were thoſe meats of which 
ſaith, 7 bas if m of then, veither 5s be the bet- 

_ ne be the worſe, 1 Cor. 8.8. 
rather that ke meanes, that they availe not 
ively, or cls in the buſineſſe of but what 
then ail e follow, ther demauſe hoſe exxernall rices, baptiſm 
and the like; do not avail unte mens Juftiication when they 
1% obſcrred., that therefore they are not neceſſary unto 
Church-communion? for did the extecasll Rite of Citcumciſi- 
on under the Law (which is the thing by-which the Seri cal- 
culates the validity of baptiſm — the Coſpall) availe any 
more to jaltification, then baptiſm docs 99w ; and yet bow 
itrelurive ſoever it was to jull;fication, yer it was ſo-necedary 
2s to Church«commounion, us that Church- communion was 
not to be had without it, = 17.14. Exed.1 1.43%. if ©, then 
howcan the Quviſſ eſtimare 3 und diſulcfoloede 
1 


of biptiſm, as to Church-cc by Ciscumciſion; as he 
does, and not conclude it neceſſaty to Church-communion az 
well as Circumciſion wet ? -+ | 

But I demand how the Apoſtles or other Chriſtians in their 
times would have known,6r hve been able upon good ground 
to have concloded, that ſuch perſons had truly believed in 
Chi iſt unto juſtification, and had been meet to be admitted to 
communion with them, who od if any ſuch had been) have 

3 refuſed to obey Chriſt in ſubmictiag to baptiſm, whereby they 
were to make proof that they did believe in him in good ent- 
neſt: Sure 1am, that a refuſing of obs baptiſm was takes for 
a declared rejeRing the counſel of God in the Goſpel, Lak.7; 
ze. and how a reſuling the baptiſm of Chriſt, could by the ſame 
rule be deemed leſſe, I underſtand nor, uniefie you will ſuppoſe 
that the counſe'!l of God was hot in the baptitm of Chriſt, as 
well as in the baptiſm of John, 

2. Why (ſhould our ©werift eſtimate the Apolttes judgment 
of Goſpel Rites by whar he ſpeaks of Circumciſion? fince the 
one was aboliſhed, and the other eſtabliſhed by the fame Go- 
ſpell; or does it follow, that becauſe the Apoſtle doth op- 

ſc Faich to circumciſion, that therefore Faith muſt be oppo- 

ed to Goſpell-Ordinances, or external Rites, as he calls chem? 
does not a Goſpell Faith exclude circumcaſion, and yet include 
baptiſm,as it doth alſh other of the Goſpelb and there- 
fore pity it is, that ſuch friends as Fach and Goſpell· Ries are, 
(bould be ſer together by the ears, 

3. Why does the Querift make circumcilion a Goſpel- Rite, 
which is indeed a Rite aboliſhed by the Goſpellꝰ or does not 
he account it a Goſpel|-Rire, when he ſayes, that under the 
Goſpel, circcumcifien by x Syweedeche Specis, is pat for all kind 
of externall rites er ceremonies ; ot which I think is the ſame, 
that under the Goſpell, and the profi ſian thereof , ntither dd the 
el ſer vation of any externall rits or ceremony , circuncifpen by a 
Synecdoche Specie, bring put for all kind of externall rites and ce 
remonies, fe. and if for all kind, then certainly for Goſpell- 
Rites and Ceremonies, for they are ſome of all; neither ſurely 
would any man (much leſſe the Zwersff) be ſo I” a yes 
to aſſert no external! Rite available underthe Goſpel), becauſe 

circum- 


| TC. ; , "2 a1? py _ N ; = - 
circumeifion is not, unleſſe he held circumciſion to be #s much 


a Goſpell· Rite as any other, ſince it — — common ſenſe, 
to fi —— 2 — to ſuck or ſuch an 
end, becauſe that which is leſſe is not; and yer more irrational! 
would it be, to aſſert the non av of that which is, 
from the non-availableneſſe of that which is not, which yet 


would be the trip of the Si, if he ould not hold that 


circumciſion had ſome manner of inſtirutive being, yea and as 
eminent a being under the Goſpell, as any other Rite of the 
Goſpell hath. 


But if it be the judgment of the Li indeed, that circum- 
ciion is put by the Apoſtle us a Synecdoche Specie of Goſpell- 
Rus, 5.0. of the ſame kind with and 45 U part of them, 
theo why does he not practiſe it as ſuch? or if he judge it to be 
none of them, then — — he make it a Synecdoche Specie of 
them”? 61 why docs he eltimate all Goſpell-Rites and Ceremo- 
nies by that and by what is ſaid by the Apoltle concerning that? 
I conf fel hould 28 well asthe Neri hold it an unreafona- 
ble thing for any baptized believer to diſclaime Church-com- 
munign with thoſe that are unbaptized, only becauſe unbapti- 
zed; if I deemed a mens being unbaptized of no worſe conſe- 
quence then his being not circumciſed. Truly I cannot but think 
that cauſe hard-bcited, that is fain to beg its bread out of ſuch 
deſolate places, as n that of circumciſion for one, whoſe foun- 
ins Ie OE dy the hand of the Goſpel} to the 
very ground, 

9 laſtly, but why alſo does the Qseriſſ oppoſe the 
Rices and Ceremonies of the Goſpell, or under the Goſpell, 
to the keeping of the Commandemears of God? or does not 
he do ſoꝰ who makes the obſervation of the Rites or Ceremo- 
nies of the Goſpell to avail nothing cowards the commendi 
of a man to God, and yet withall, docs make the keeping of 
the Commande ments of God, us proceeding from Faith avail- 
able hereunto, which conſt ructive ly, clearly ſuppoſes the Rites 
and Ceremonics of the Goſpell to be none of the Commande- 
ments of God. That the Qeeriſ makes che keeping of the 
Commandemenrs of God, as proceeding from Faith, available 
as to u mane aceepration with God, in chat very ſenſe in _— 
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he bed otcerly denied the oblervation of Goſpell· Rites and 
Cercmvunies to be available, appears plainly in the fe words of 
his, vid. Fer that which was «ll in all unto men, and which av ail- 
«4 any thing in and wary the Geſpell, that winch being found wn 
mes rendred thew accepted and appr ved with God , and the want 
of it diſapproved, was ſuch a kind of F aith ( not ſuch or ſuch a 
hind of ceremony, er ſuch or ſuch a kind of baytiſes) which by the 
edi aten or int wg of that heavenly affection of love, at- 
tereth and expreſſeth it elf, in kreying the ( ommandenents of 
God; ſo that the Rites and Ceremonies of the Goſpell (ba- 
tum being there named for ove) according to the tenor of this 
erriting, muſt be none of the Commandements of God;(which 
yet I dare ſay is none of hisopinion }) or cls the ing of 
them, as produced by Faith and love, muſt be u to 4 
mans acceptation with God, us well as the keeping of any o- 
ther his commands, which yet to ſay, and it is the truth, doth 
utterly comradit what was ſaid before, in denying the obſer- 
vatioa of the ceremones of the Goſpell to be tvailable unto 
any ſuch purpoſe, 
III. Query. 

— — 
tit her direftly , or by any 1quence , 
— — 
nene were repeated of {barches, or ies CH. 
a» Communien with theſe whe were baptized, bat only (web whe 
were baptized lib ie 


Ryſjon. 

It butk been alrcady proved (as I conceive) in the anſwer to 
the firſt query, by ſome s or paſſage of 5 iber del 
er by ſome tolerable conſequence, ot rather , and 
alſo by clear and conſequence , that Chriſtian Chur- 
ches were inthe Apolties dairs confticuted,if not by baptiſm, 
yet not without baptiſm, and conſequently chat none were 
2dmitted into Church- fellowſhip but — — 

try to 


and the re fote having proved this already, it is not 
e it here again: But becunſe ſuch a thing as this, is not ſo 
tten of proof in the cyes of thoſe that plead it, us the 
iſt lemi to ſuppoſe in thoſe words following, where he f=, 


that 


4. 


chat that text , 1.41.4 


wc 


of ſuch — i 
[ach a ths to feve- 
— which eee, that the Churches in 
the Apoſtles dies were not conſtituc d without baptiſm. 


Tdst the Church of l. was baptized, and therefore not 
conſtituted without bepriſm , »ppears Kew. 6. R And ſo the 
Church of Corinth: the firſt beginning of that Church, ſo fut 
1 we read of its beginning, was laid inbuptiſm, A 18.8, 
1 Cor. 1,43. 14. 15-16. & 12. 13. So the Churches of gl, 
Gal. g. 27. the Church of Epbeſwr , FG 19. 1. 5. was Turely 
begun by thoſe twelve Diſciples whom Pas! baprized,or ſome 
that were with him. So alſo the fic foundation of the Church 
| —— houſbold, the 

perceiveby that part of 


dales, nor yet to 
that A 2. 41. was all the Scriptures that could be 
pretended to prove ſuch a thing. 

The |; herefore Fappong all our ſtrength for this 
cauſe, to be in that one Seripeure of 47, 2. 41. he ttyes ſundry 
wayes (1 will not ſzy, #s D did with Sampſon) to bete t 
us of this out ſtren gch, ws follows, 


geriſt. 
{onfodering that that T ext As 1.41. (communiy, and wnly , [+ 


far as 1 —— for proof of ſuch a thing) doth nut 'o much 
a; velour, leſſe cation with ſuch a ſuppoſall or concluſion, v 
That Chriftian Churches were conſtituted by baprifa in the A- 
polties daies, rbe tenor of rhe place bring only ibi, hes they that 
gladly reveived bis word were baptized , and the ſans day there 
were 4dded nets them about three theuſand ſouls. 
| Rhe. 
However this text doth not now ſeem to the DOwersh, cithet 
to colour ot to cotten witf the concluſion mw oppoſed by 
hi; 


| 4 Ac 
him; yet let me make bold to remember him, (becauſe I judge 
his * thoughts his beſt thoughts, as unt o this) that it is not 


many years ſince it did cotten well enough with the fo teſaid 
concluſion, in the judgment and apptebenſion even of the 
Querift himſelf, who in an Epiſtle to a friend, copy where- 
of I obtained) had this ſaying upon this very text, viz, *Evi- 
gent it is, that thoſe were added to the Church were 
* baptized before this was affirmed of them (vi. that they 
* were added) now being baptized, and that in an orderly and 
* right way, (as ye will not deny ) this did imme diatelh quali- 
ie them for Chucch-fcllowſhip, according to your owne 
* zrounds, and the truth it ſelt. And again a iucle after, ſpeak- 
ing of a Church-covenant, he thus ſaith; * That it is not law- 
© full before baptiſm is evident, becauſc it is not lawfull for a 
© church to reccive the unbapuized into feilowihip with them, 
© as members of their body, neither is there appca auc, exact 
© ple, or warrant in the Seriprure for ſurh a thing, 
But it may be the Qreriſt upon ſccond thoughts bath found 
cauſe ro ultet his former opinion hereabout, (and a mig may 
at any time with honor change for the berter ) and therefore 
les us weigh and conſidet his reaſons, why he is of another 
miad now, which he delivers, as follows, 
Querilt, | 

For 1. It is mot bers ſaid, That all they that gladly received 
the Word, were baptized, but andefpuirely only, they that gladly 
reccived, &c. Now indefinite expreſſions in Seripture, are net al- 
wal! eqmipelent bs Univerſalls, but [ometrnmes 16 partie or par- 
ical ars. * 


h 

I. Though indefinite expeetiions are not alwayes equipo- 
lent to Univerſalls, yet many times they arc, as the Quorsf 
doth cacitly grant, in ſaying only, that they ate not alwayes c- 
quipolent, implying, that many times they ate, which indeed is 
a truth obvious in theſe Scriptures (and aus ] conceive hundreds 
mote) N. 20. 13. Art 200. & 8.9. Jeb. 5. 35. 29. K 7. 21.23.24. 
Ke. . . & 11.23. 1 Cer. 7. 29. 30. 31. & 15. 18. 48, Gal. 3.7.9. 
& 5. 21. und therefore it in ao wiſe follows, that becauſe ſuck 
an indefinite expteſſlon as is here uſed, is aot alwayes of an u- 


niverſall 


— 3 import, or ſignification, that therefore it i not ſo 

But 2. The coherence of the words conſidered, it cannot 
reaſonably be otherw jſe conceived, but that . is all thb 
lau received the word were baytized: For the Apoſtles exhor- 
tatioa and connſell to the whole mulcicude was, that 
would repent and be baptized EVERY one of them for remil- 
ſion of (ins, wer-38. and rherefore if their receiving his Word 
gladly, import nothing ch but their believing, imbra- 
cing, and willingly obeying his Word, (u I ſuppoſe no- 
thing leſſe is hereby meant) then it is impoſſible reaſon 
ably to conceive , that every one of thoſe who glad- 
ly received his Word were ul ized , becauſe that 
word which they did receive enjoyned them ſo to be ; and for 
the n not to have been baprized, as the caſe then ſtood, they 
would have been ſo far from receiving his word gladly, as that 
it muſt have been ſaid of them, inſtead of that which is ſaid, us 
it was ſaid of the Pharilecs and Lawyers, That they rejefted the 
 vennſell of Grd ag ainft r — net baptized , L. 
7. 30. Querift. | 

2. Wherbey is it bers ſasd, ner is it a thing in it (off much prods- 
ble, that ON LT they whe were baptized, were added ante lde, 
(i.e. ts the re exiftent number of Di/eirler) but and \11e- 
My, that there were the b of thres thenſand the ſame, 

. Reſpow. 

t. It is to be noted, that the it ayes only thus much; 
that it is aot much probable &c. it (hould feem then in his o- 
pinion, it was ſomewhat ptobable, though not much, tnat on- 
ly they that were baptized were added to the chuten and if it 
be ſomething probable , though not mach in his opinion, 
whoſe cndcavour it is to render it improbable, I believe it will 
be fonnd much probable ia theic thought., thit ſhall be indif- 
ferent Judges of the caſe, * ” 

For 2 Of whom does Lake here ſpexk, when he fad, that 
the ſame day there added unto them about three thouſand 
fouls: Have we any reaſon in the wor'd to imagine that he in- 
tend aoy other perſons then thoſe of whom he u ſpeaking, ro 
wit, thoſe that gladly receive@ the 2 were a 

or 


1 


— 
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For what occaſion is here miniltred to any mans thonghcs, by 
any thing mentioned in er about the text, to pitch yoo any - 
other then thoſe very perſons, the mention of whom doth next 
and immediately 2 the worls in queltion? and which 
looks like che molt genuine and leaſt ſtrained ſenſe, either to 
ſay, I hen they that gladly rectinued his word were baptized, and the 
ſame day there wa: added [of them | about 3000. /exls, ot to lay, 
there was added of them, and ſome others (of whom yet there 
is no ment ion made) about three thouſand ſouls? But it ſeemes 
we muſt expect to have nothing granted, though never ſo pro- 
bable, that favours our cauſe, unleſſe every word and tittle a- 
mount to the evidence of a demonſtration: It were well in- 
deed if our friends would themſelves walk by the ſame rule, 
and give to us the ſame meaſure they require of us. 

But I pray, who, or what (hould.they be, beſides thoſe that 
gladly recewed the word, and were baptized, that you ſuppoſe 
were added to the church ? 

Queriſt, | 

ubis which number, wit. of 3000. di the prob able opinion 
ef ſome , that the children and familias of theſe, who are ſaid te 
bavegiadly vreveived the word, ave it bring no wayes 
likely, [carce yeſſivie, that 3000. wen ſhonld diftinitly bear the 
voice of 4 mas (peaking, eſpecially wnleſſe we h 1 , that 
theſe 3000. ſtaad nerreſt wnto bins that ſpaks, and with b advan- 
tage to hear, there bring many thouſands more preſent, which can 
2 be the [wppoſition of any confdering man in the caſe in 


Ar ſpon. | 

Not to take much notice how far the probable opinion of 
ſome will be accepted for proof againſt us, whea nothing but 
demonſtrations will be accepted on our behalf, I (hall firſt de- 
mand of the Qucriſ, that if the children and families of thoſe - 
that gladly received the word, and were baptized, were indeed 
parc of that number of 3000. chat were added to the church; 
or to the Diſcſples, (as he ſayes it is the probable opinion of 
ſome that they were) then 1 demand, I ſay, whether theſe chil- 
dren and families were baptized or no ? If he (hall ſay they 
were not, then he puts to rebuke another of his ogmivns, 
* 
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were baptized z!fo; 1 would 
perſwade us, at leaſi as probuble, in his 24. Quere from Ad. 
16. 13. 33- 1 C. 1.16. It he fay were baptized, why 
then, though it ſhould be granted that theſe were ſome of the 
number, yet how would this prove, that others heſides thoſs 
that were baptized were added to the church, which yet is the 
thing he was to prove? 

then 2. to put the matter quite out of doubt, that 
none of the children of thoſe that gladly received the word, 
wete part of the 3000. that were added to the church, \ if by 
children, he mean little children, or infants ; for els if they 
were adwls ones, they might gladly receive the word, and be 
baptized as well as their parents) it ſufficiently en, in 
that it is ſaid, They (ie. they that were added, as well as « 

to whom they were added ) continaed fledfaitly is rhe ApeFiles 
Doftrine, and fellowſvig, and in breaking of bread , and i” pr ay 
oc: and | preſarne the Quersf# will not ſay, that little chil- 
dren, infancs, did continue 1 the Apoltles doctrine 
and fellowſ\ip, and in breaking of bread and prayers; and if 
not, then they were none of the number of the 3000.that were 
added to the church i and fo I think by this time the probable 
opinion of ſome in this behalf, is rendred more then proba- 
bly, to be a weak, groundleſle, and erroneous opinion, 

3. To remove that doubt touching the pr pang that 
3000, men ſhould diſtinctiy hear the voice of a man ſpeaking, 
unlefle we will ſuppoſe them to ſtand neereſt to him that 
ſpake. 1. Evident it is, that they did hear, and ſo hear, as to te- 
ceive the word g adly, but wherher they were neeteſt to him 
that !ſpakc or no, is more then he or I can tell, ot need to 
know. But 2. There is no neceſſity to ſuppoſe that all the 
whole 3000. did all of them heare and convert in the ſcif-ſame 
hour or junctute of time; for one while the Apoſtle might 
preach to one company of them, and another while to an- 


ther company, and yet this would not hinder, but that they 


might all be converted, baptized, and added to the church the 


ſelk- la e day. 0 
3, Neither do I ſee any neceſſity to hold, that all theſe 3000. 
D2 thit 


4 1 , ' - tits 
that were in one day converted, baptized , and added to the 
church, were thus converted aod baptized by Peter only, but 
by him and the reſt of the Apoſtles, or by them and the other 
Diſciples alſo. For 1, it is ſaid, that Peter fanding wp with the «+ 
lrven, liſt up bis voece, and ſaid unte them, c. and doth not this 
imploy, that the eleven did take part with him, and aſſiſt him 
in the work? 2, Theſe men of Iſracl being pricked at their 
hearts, they do not cry outto Petey only, but the text faith, 
T bey ſaid to Peter, and the reſt of the Apoſtler, men and brethren, 
what ſhall we do, vcr. 37. and therefore it ſhould ſeem, the reſt 
of the Apoſtics, as well as Peter, had miniſtered occaſion to 
them of this demand. Nay 3. which is yet more, its ſaid ver. 4. 
that they «ll (to wit the whole number of Diſciples that were 
preſent rogether, being filled with the Holy Ghoſt) began to 
[prok with tongues, as the ſpirit gave them utterance ; Which cer- 
tainly was tothe underſtanding of the multitude, and alſo a- 
bout fuch things as did much affect them, for its ſaid, rhe m 
titwde were confounded at it, and marvelled, ſaying , we ds 
bear them [prak, tn eur own tongues, the wonderfull works of God, 
ver. G. y. B. i t. Allſwhich things conſidered, I think it will nor be 
itrationall to ſuppoſe , that others beſides Peter might be in- 
ſtrumentall ia the converſion of thoſe 3000. 
Querift, 

Nor 2. ii it ſaid, er ſo much ar intimated or hinted in the leaft, 
that any of the whole number of the zoo. whe were added mnto 
them, were added by means, or ae the acc of tber beirg bap- 
tic alrbougb this addition be not mentioned till after their bap- 
tizing. It is tem dagrees mere probable, that their believing or De- 
cipleſoip, which were precedent to their baptizing, and not their be. 
ing baptized, were the reaſon and ground of Lukes ſaying, they were 
added to the ( lurch c 15 1 that the origin 
principal foundation of the buly brother boo the Saint, 
wot the ceremony of their baptiſe, but their fallow/big and commu- 
niew in the diving nature, and inward relation to the ſame (riff, 
by one and the ſame protioui faith. 


— 


pou. 
We do not affirm, that they were added to that particular 
church by baptiſm immediately, without any other act inter- 


vening 
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being bagel 
fore their addition to the chutch. us 
to have begun at the wrong end of this part of his Narrative, 
in mentioning that fhirlt , which was laſt done, zund that laſt, 
which was firſt done, and if ſo, then according to the order of 
things done, they were firſt added to the church, and then af- 
terward did gladly reccive the word to convetſiod, and were 
baptized, which I ſuppoſe no man is ſo void of common ſenſc 
a5 to believe. | | 
And if their baptiſme did precede their addition to che 
church, then why does the Quetiſt ſtrive ſo 26 he does, to in- 
teteſſe their be lie vin g or Diſcipleſhip, with excluſion of their 
baptiſm, as the reaſon and ground of Lakes ſaying, they were 
added to the church? For if he does not exclude 1 in 
recounting the reaſon of that addition, then we are agreed; 
for there is no queſtion, but that their gladly receiving the 
Word, or believing che Word, or becoming Diſciples by the 
Word, was one reaſon or grouid of their addition to the 
church, bot not the only one, for Lake mentions their being 
bo pt ic d, as well as that; and why ſhou'd any man go about to 
ſeperate them? The queſtion is not. whether faith or baptiſme 
is the originall, main, and principall ground of the holy bro- 
ther-houd amongſt the Saints , as be calls it; we willingly 
grant, (and therefore could have ſpared him the labour of pro- 
ving ) that faith hath the precedency herein: But what will it 
therefore follow, that becauſe believing is the originall and 
principall ground of the holy brother-hood, or church-relati- 
on, that therefore baptiſm is none at all > does he not know, 
that though the A ives repentance from dead works, 
and faith towards God * firſt — is the foundation, yet 


be aſſigns —_— e, and g next to them in the 
ſame foundation, Heb. 6. 1. >. 
Querift. 


2. 7 bat it cannot be demenffratively proved from the Stripture: 
that theſe hundred and twenty Diſciples, Achs 1. 1 5. unto which is 
is 


1: Suppoſe the Scriptare no where mentions where, when, 
or by whom thoſe 120. Diſciples were baptized, is this any 
good reaſon to conclude therefore, that they were not bapti- 
zcd it all, or will the Queriſtrhink, that becaaſe we do not (20 
to the belt of my memory we do not) read in Scripture of the 
baptizing of the Church of Smyrua, Porgeames, Thyair , Sar- 
dis, Philadelphia, nnd Lardicea, that therefore none of theſe 
Churches were baptized? or becauſe we'read onely of the bap- 
tiſm of 30ce. of the Church at Jera/alrm; that therefore all the 
reſt, when that Church encreafed to the number of 300. 40. 
4. 4. yea to many thouſands «FH: 21. 20. were unbeprized? Is 
it not enough that the Commiffion was to baptize all of all 
Nations, who were firſt made Diſciples by teaching, Mar. 28. 
19. and that we have frequent mention in the Scriptures, of 
the Apoſtles and other Dilciples, their walking and acting ac- 
cording to this Commiſſion; | ſay, is not this enough to cauſe 
us to conclude, that all thoſe char were Diſciples indecd, and 
knew it to be their duty to be baptized, were baptixed accord- 
ingly, unleſſe we will be ſo uncharitable towards them, as to 
ronceive them guilty of living in the breach of one of the 
known precepts of the Goſpe i: Neither can we reaſonably i 
magineany of them robe igv o tant of this, viz.that ſubmitt in 
to baptiſm was their duty, inatmuch as this was one of the fi 
things they were dircQed to do, in order to their becoming 
Chriſtians, Aﬀs 2.38. & K.:. & 16.35. & 22.16. 

2. It ſhould ſceme that theſe 120. Diſciples had continued 
with Chrift, and kept company with the Apoſtles, all the rimes 
that Je/us went in and ont among them, beginnin the b 
. * John, este that ſame preg which be — ſem wp a 
among them, as we have it, 447 1. 21. 22.a0d if fo, isnot their 
being baptized ſufficiently ſignified, where it is ſaid of Chriſt, 
that he baprized, and all men came to him, Pes 3. 26, 22. un- 

leſſe we will ſuppoſe, that be cauſed others to be baptized that 
did 


. 1 * 

did not follow him, and AM e WR 
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1. 13. to . chem 
to be Phariſce-like, who ia our Sayionr ſages, did bind beaty 
burdens, and priv to be born, and lay tba on min; ſbeulder:, 
when they them/elves would not toneh f hen with ane of their fing- 
ers: for we (ce they impoſe d * « duty upon other 
men, «A: 2. 38. and therefore how dan we think ſo evill of 
them, as not to conceive that they had begun to them in the 
ſame way themſelves, or if they had nor, might not that mul- 
tit ude at Jeruſalem, upon whom they urged it as their duty, 
have ſaid wnto them, Phyftians he your ſolver? ot was it any 
leſſe the duty of ſuch men, who became Apoſtles, then of o- 
ther men? ſince we find Pax chat great Apoltle preſſed to it 
by direction from Chriſt Jeſus, before he was to act as an Apo- 
file, 1 32. 10. compared with wer. 16. 

4. Suppoſe the Apouſtles had had no more opottunuy of be- 
ing baptized, then Job» Baptiſt bad (which yet cannot reaſon- 
ably be ſuppoſed, nor is it certaine that b himſelfe was not 
baptized, ſince he ſaid ro Chriſt , 7 have need to be baytizad of 
thee, Mat. 14.) yet what is this to an ordinary caſe, or how 
would this excuſc them of baptiſm in order to Chucch fellow- 
- (hip, who want no ſuch oportunity, 

| acnſt, 

3. (And laſllly) That bad the Chureh , or perſons, to when 
theſe 3000. are ſaid to have ben added, en effimated by their 
having been baptized , ( which wall be ſuppoſed , if theſe who 
ave added ts thew, ave ſaid te have buns ddded 420 
count of thiir being baptized ) their number no»ft hats 
far excerdid an bundred and twanty , conſidering the great 
nambers, and wait multitudes of priſons that bad brane bar 
tizad by John, Matth. 3. J. 6. compared with Mark 1. 5. Luke 
3.7.21, % by (brift bimſelf, and bis Deſciples, John g. 
22.26, %, bad the Church been eſtimated 5 r conflituted by 
baptiſm, the Evangeliſt Lake, intending (quaſtion/sſs ARS 4. 4. 
to repert the enerea(e of the Church, and progreſſe of the G, 
with 41 much advantage as trvth wenld afford, bad 1 

Cate 


+ * 


uſe thoſe that did? 


A 


— 


' " 4 -.. AW 
ed with the canſe which ts promete , is rpening 
their aber to haus been abext 5000. , ben wen the ſard * 
wppoſition and mer of the Late i, be might with as mnch 
truth bave reported them an 40000. ye4 and many more. 


Riſpon. 

All that is argued by the Queriſt in t his particolar, is built 
upon a wrong ground, or rather upon a ſuppoſed ground, 
which is indced fuppoſed by him to be held by us, but is not; 
and chat is, that the Diſciples or Church, were in reſpect of 
their number, eſtimated by their being baptu ed, that is, only 
by their being baptized, for if he do not mean ſo, he could rot 
ſuppoſe that Luke might have reported the number of Diſci- 
ples to be forty thouſand, inſtead of that he does report them 
to be, upon ſuch an account. But the truth is, we do not eſti- 
mate the Church or number of Diſciples, only by their bei 
baptized,but by their — baptized in con junctions with their 
ptofeſſed believing in, and owning of Jeſus Chriſt crucified, 
and riſen again, as the Son of God, and Saviour of the world. 
And accordingly the 3000. that ate faid co be added to the 
Church, Af . are deſcribed, not by their baptiſme only, but 
by their gladly receiving the Word, and their being baptized 
too, vey. 41. 2nd what word was it that they did lady re- 
ceive and believe, but (together with others) that word of the 
Apeaſtle, by which he declared Jeſus whom they had crucified, 
to have brene raiſed from the dead, and to bave beene made 
both Lord and Chrift, ver. 24. 31. 33- 

* Lake bad no Both theſe qualifications then being requifite to denominate 
reaſon to num Perſons of the nudber of the Church, Lie could not have du- 
ber chem with ty eſtimated the number of Diſciples, or of the Church onely 
the Church, by that baptiſa which perſons had received before Chtiſt was 
though * crucified (though its ttue alſo on the other ſide, that neither 
x*d, who bad 
{:llen from the could he truly eſtimate rhem to be of that number without a- 
Faith into Dy baptiſm at all) becauſe the greateſt part of choſe that were 
which they baptized by eb, into the expectation of Chriſt to come, yet 
were baptized, ꝗ d not believe in Him, or own him at the Chiift of God when 
— F he was come, much leſſe they, and many who bad becne bapti- 
evied bar 2£@ by the Diſciples of Chriſt, did believe in bim, his being 
baptiſm ic (elf, cticiſicd notwithſtanding; * ſo that all the account that Lakes 


could - 


„ rr 


p tilm be one of the tequiire, hot withove which, yr is not 


| ru 8 1 | * ies, 
d twenty.” 


— theſe were —— * from ;m beg ps 


of the Goſpell-church, 8 1 m—_ 

formerly, cither from Ie, or Gr 0 
ed ae — 2 the 

name ol the Lord to * for * of fio, 


before —— be admitted isto the Church, ot be counted 
of i number, their former baptiſm notwithſtanding, Act. 2. 38 
41. For who can ima — many. of 


that if not all, 
the 3000. tr mer opened oooth e previ of Parry and 
before by / 


the reſt, had been ba bo can con- 
ceive, but that if not vll, yet that < Ache lead, of that 
greae multitude unt o whom he — a 
when the 3000, were converte obs, 
thoſe Scriptures conſidered, emed N 5-6. 


Mark 1:5. Le.. u. whereit is faid, that all the Liind of 
Jades, and they of Jeruſalem, wers ALL, . And again, 
that — 2 — and yet Apoſtles exhor- 
tation to theſe inhabitants of Jeruſalem, that were now ga- 
theted to ther to the number of manythouſfands, ws; that 
wowld repent and be by EVERTONE" of them, 
— 4s did receivethis word, were baptized zccord- 
ene added to the church. 
9 then the owning of Chriſt crucified, together with a 
ng baptized in his mm; was r 5 — to render men of the 
of Diſciples, u # Cureh: Heitee 8 „that 
Lale could not eſlimatotheit number to 110. 
At. T. 15. not — — 
ing more had been baptized by Jobe, anlefle more of them bad 
adhered to Chriſt crucified; us theſe did; ſo then, though bap- 


the 


rer nd ane of rr gg, 
chat ng gy doth both colour and cotten (to uſe the 
— own N wich the ſuppoſal or concluGon, v that 


the beſt Galpellcharch, — lex co the 


that by che. 25 
by Es Ss 


5 


—— of x thoroug reformation, as it was uato them in the fiſt 
ln an lk eek or rather according to Davids rcfo- 
e on r 127. 128.) tobe 
the more cloſely adhered to, and the yindication and obſcrva- 
tion of ſuck Goſpell · rules to be with ſo much the 
e 
t Plalmilt, was oven eaten ap s #, 
John 2. 1. 37. N ption crepe into it. = 


Whether did nat the Church as Rome , is tha Ape dd 
n Ci cb ee with 
who wore not bagiizad, che 1. Tb the A ts the 
e ex Know ye not, that lo many of us as were 
Criſt, were baptized into his death? Regs. 

6.3. and to the Later ( after the ſame manner) ads; For as many 
of you av have been baptized into Chrilt, Gal. 3. 27. 2. That 
222. pedals Pendant 


aithe(s, the entire 
— 3 Bf. fm —— the proj 
— Larry a poſſubilucy of — 


Aiom. 


Laan gra the al eu- this ur 


— 


cicle 0 wary a), iv in RA ASC 
1 grant that many times ir is; for when the Apo- 
fiefaith ,. 1 T. 6.1 L av ipacy ſerve ts are nnder the 
. 
ot L were 
5 or that there were ſome ſervants, who 
were not to count their owne Maſters wor thy of all honour? 
both which muſt be ſuppoſed norwithſtanding, if this form ot 
manner of 1 — — be underſtood 
partitively, or as poken 
— which yet to foppole, who ſecs not how it would 
? 


obi. If it be ſaid, this exhomation, L as wary ſervients 
4, Fe. doth intentionally teſpect fo many belicving ſervant: 
as were under the yoke, and that therefore in reſpe@ of other 
n | 
A I fo, then the anſwer iu, that ſo do theſes 
ons uſed Re. 6. 2. G4. 3. 17. reed ee 
at Rome, and in Galatia, who did believe, — 4 — 
and therefore is partitive, in reſpect ot — nt t 
orhers 


of thoſe places, dividing thoſe of theſe churches, from 
aur in the ſame who'were not of theſe churchei; 
ſo that if chat objeQed ſhould be granted, yer we (hall gaine 28 


much or more by it one way, then we ſhall loſe by it in the o- 
cher. 

2. The coherence conſalted, — — fo 
. 4 and 4, to comptebend all thoſe 
2 choſe churches 4id conſiſt: For conſider —— 
does the Apoſtle ſpeak, Rows, 6. 31 does bu not ſpeak to the 
whole church, and every individuall ſoul of them, in the 1. 2. 
vrt. When he ſayes, hat fall wo ſay then > fball wo , in 
fn that grate way abrand? Grd : How ſhall we that ave dead 
ts fin , live any langer thirein? And i theſe words in the 1. 3. 
ver. reſpect the whole church, us they muſt be ſuppoſed to do, 
unleſſe you will . x liberty to 
ſome of the chuted to continue in ſin, and to five therein then 
thoſe words in ver. 3. T ye wet, that ſs of ar 47 were 
baptized into Joſh ms —_ tte inter- 

2 rogatively 


— 


hid 


| U | 

rogatively — not to the ame pe tſont uato 
which the former worde relate, bat alſo us an argument ot tea 
ſon why none of them ſhould ive any longest in fa , Which it 
the thiag from which — — ſome of 
them, but cyea all of then in the forq going words, and which 
he im proves ia ag argumentative ry. throughout the greateſt 
part of the chapter, Aud it wonld not befit the wildome of a- 
ny ordinary man, much leſſ: of a great Apoſtle, to make choice 
of a teafon ot motive to inforce his exhortation-or-perſwaſi- * 
on, which is of ſeſſe extent .in the tendency and concetnmept 
of it, then are the perſons hich he docs hort, ot dehort, 
which yet is a piece of weakueſſe, of which you muſt ſuppoſe 
this Apoſtie to be here guilty, unleſſe you do conclude, that all 
thoſe of the church at Rogue were diſſwaded from contiauin 
any longer in fin, upon this ground, becauſe that they had all 
been baprized into the death of Chtiſt, via, a conformity to 
his ;aswell 6 beligfe of itt Ina word, if the whole 
ch had not been under the motive, the whole church could 
not be pteſſed by it, as bere you ſee they ate. 

Aud for that other, place GeV, 3, 27. che Apoſtle in ver. 26. 
bad affertcd them, ws. thoſe to whom-he now. writes, Toby 
allthe gira, God by Faighrin Chrift leſas, i. e. were now 
looked upon as children of God, by their confeſſing and own- 
ing of Chriſt Jeſus, of which he gives this account, ver. 27. be- 
cauſe they had put on Chriſt in baptiſm; ye ave all the children of 
God by F aiah in ¶ Hi ln for, of becauſe as many of you a5 
have been bapt ae into Chriſt, haye put on Chin; as if he 
mould fay,if the owning & profeſſing of Chriſt, does denomi- 
nate men to be the children of God now under the Goſpell,as 
indeed it docs, then ye ate all che children of God, becauſe by 

being baptized into Chriſt, ye have all pu put him on, that 

is (0, 4420, appear with him where evet jou become, as you do 
appear wich the clpaths you wear. But aa moſt certain it is, 
that they could not all of them have been denominated the 
children of God by faith in Chriſt, upon account of their be- 
ag baptized into Chrilt, which-yer we ſee they ate, unleſſe they 

d hee all of chem baprized into Chriſt indeed. 

des; doth. it nat appeat. in the en, 


* . 
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firſt and thitd Queries, that r 
inchurched without baptiſm; and if fo, then theſe places can- 
not import dhe contrary, 11 


tary 

Whether did not the Church at Cotinth, in the Apoſtles daies, 
entert ain members, and hald communion with theſe who had na 
been baptized, conſidering that ke dem andeth thus of this Church, 
el; what ſhall they do which are 3 the dead, if the' dra 
riſemet at all? why are they then baptized for the dead? 1 Cor: 15; 
29: Or doth not this in, that there was a corrupt and ſuper f iti- 
en practiſe on foot is this ¶ burth, to baytize one or other of the 
ſurviving kindred or friii in the name of fuck perſon; re/peative- 
ly, who died mob aptiac4, and if ſo, is it net a plain caſt, that there 
wer & ſeme of theſe m:mbers, who lived and died unbaptizod? 


dl od di. £., ©. 
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Reſpon. 

1. Though ic ſhoald be granted (which may not) that there 
was ſuch 1 ſuperſtitious thing praftiſed, by ſome of that 
church, in the behalf of ſome of their friends, who died unbap- 
tizcd, yet it is not neceſſary at all ro ſuppoſe thoſe dead friends 
of theirs to have been of the church whileſt they were alive; 
but much more, probable it would be, (if the practiſe it ſelſe 
were probable) that the dead, in behalf of whom ſuch a thing 
was performed, were of the (atechunwems, ot others, who were 
not of the church, but ſuch, who though they were undet ſome 
Nurture, and in 2 way of leatning ſomewhat, of the Goſpell, 
yet died before they were cither baptized, or admitted us 
mbers of the Church ? 

But 2. Ic is but a meet conje Rare(and as will be found, not 
only without ground, but againſt reaſon) that the Apolile in 
the forecited words, ſhould reſpect unto ſuch 4 ſuperſtiti- 
ous ptactiſe, as thit ſpetiſied. a 

For 1. Its no ways r „that Pl would argue this 

reat Article of the Goſpel, the Re ſuttection, from a ſuper- 
itious cuſtome, or would draw ſuch a clean thing, out of that 
which was ſo unclean, 

2. Much leſſe is it probable, that he mould do ſo without 
taxing them by way of ceproof for it; for might not they have 
been very apt to have conclyded the Apoſtles — > * 

x 
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cheit prectiſe, ſhould he have produced it 2s uſefall to coa- 
—— — . — without de- 
clatin g his diſlike of itꝰ 3. interrogatory indefinitely pro» 
— to the whole church, ſuppoſes them all to have been 
baptized, 1 Cor.1.13. wire ye baptizad in the a of Panit wnd 
that ſaying of his docs aſſert it, 1 Cor. 12.13. we are all baptized 
inte one body. 

3. Is it not far more probable, and more 2greeable to other 
Seriptures, and with the coherence of the Text, to ſuppoſe: 
1. That the Apoſtle ſhould herein mind them of their bapriſm 
in water, wherein the Reſurrection is hguratively repreſented, 
(F.. 6. 4.5. Col. 1.) and by which: when they firſt received 
the Goſpel, they made profeſſion of their Faith, rouching the 
Reſurtection. Or els 2. That hereby is intended the baptiſm 
of afflictions, (elſwhete mentioned, Mat. 20. 22. Lak. 12. 50.) 
conſidering that the Apoſtle immediately ſubjoyns the menti- 
on of his own and others hazzards and ſulbcrings, ſaying, And 
which I bave 


and we in j T1 proteft by your rejeyein 
yer yori Ta NE the —, n, 1 have 
fought with brafts at Epheſus advantageth it me, if the dead 
8 noi? let a gt and — ver. 30. 30. 327 
as if he ſhould ſay, why ye ſuffered trouble nad pet ſecu- 
tion for the Goſpell (which is x Kind of death, for he here fa 
of himſelf, that he died daily, meaning bis fufferings) if ye do 
not believe the Reſurtection? and why do we Rand; yet in ſur- 
ther jeopardy? nay then rather let us eat and drink, for to 
3 —— I die. a Fe orobebi 
ſe interprerations ſurely carry a far greater ility 
to anſwer the drift of the Apoſtle, then that given by the 
y”> But ſurely thete is little edificmtion or ſatisfaction , 
when only one doubtfall thing is brought to prove another, 
or rather when one improbablc thing muſt ſerve inſtead of a 
proof, to make that ſeem probable, which of it ſelf is altoge- 
ther improbable: Bur is not that cauſe barren of proofes, and 
deſtitute of friends, that muſt be beholding to ſuch ſtrangers 
to ſtand by it and ſuccour it? 


VI. Query. 
Whether when Naul ſoon after %,, aſſepe to joyn to 
the 


ene (A&9s. 26.) did; 
2 CIO dne. „ whather be 


£ 


been baptized or no, in te bis awong thee ; ar did 
they knew be bad brow b agtized? 1 
ches ts the Allet and Church, mg bis weutneffe ts be 


admitted into communion with them, ſs 47 0061199 bus being 

baptized, but cu declared unto them, bow be bad ſcene rhe 

Lord in the way, and that be had ſpoken to him, and how be 

bad preached boldly at oy in the name of Jelus, Aer.9.17. 
£/ 808, 

1, We have no good reaſon to ſoppoſe, much lefſe conclude, 
that Paw! was admitted to communion with the church, until 
the church had knowledge, either from himſelf, Nena, of 
ſome other, of his having obeyed the Golpell, in imbraving the 
h rſt principles of it, of which baptiſm is one ; for bow ſhould 
they know him to be a Diſciple of Chriſt, and ſo meet for 
communion with them, but by knowing that he bad at leaſt 
. 
this hiſtory of t A bei ized to 
one; and . —— would — L-ce _ 
concerning hi would concerning iciple, 
had never appeared in that height of oppobicign againſt them, 

2. When u declared to them, bow he had ſcene the 
Lord in the way, und had ſpokento him, did be not declare 
what is was — wr —— if ſo, then how 2 
be 9 ation of his being baptized 
— ES that direQi- 
on which the Lord gave Ja, about his going into ſiraight 
ſtreet, in order to bis further information touching the will 
—— — to rchearſe the carriage 
of A towards and conſequently bis bapti of 
him, un leſſe you will Boveba to have a droken 
and im celation of the Lords dealing with hum, which 
y oa cannot do, without Barnabas, cither 
weak, or cateleſſe in the buſineſſe. But ſurely the Queriſt does 
not think that Bawebe uſed no more — in his relation, 
then what ace here recorde#Sy Lale, fince we have ow 
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ly, if not for the moſt pam, bur the briefe heads of things re- 
corded, that were done and ſpoken by Chriſt , the Apoltles, 
and other Diſciples, Jobs 24. 25. Ac 2. 40. | 
3. Might not the Queriſt with as much reaſon bave quaried, 
whether the church (upon Paws aſſaying to joyn with them) 
did make any enquiry at all, whether he were cofiverted to the 
faith ot no, #s whether he was baptized or no; for indeed here 
is no expreſſe mention made of the churches enquiring after 
the one, any more then the other, only its ſaid,7 bey wore afr aid 
of him and believed not that be was a Diſciple.But what ſhall we 
therefore think, that the chutch did not at all enquire of theſe 
things concerning him, in order to their receiving of him into 
communion with them? ' | 
4.Wedo not find here, that Pan! himſelf ſpake any one 
word to them, when he aſſayed to joyn himſelf with them, or- 
ly its ſaid, That when Saul was come to Jeruſalem, be afſayed to 
joyn bimſelf to the Diſcipler: But what (hall we therefore think 
that Paw! made no relation to the Diſciples, of the Lords deal- 
ing with him, in order to their receiving of him? or if we will 
ſ e he did, (as no one, l think, is ſo void of ſenſe, as to ſu 
poſe otherwiſe) can we ſuppoſe le ſſe, then that he ſhould de- 
clare to them, what the Lord had done for him by the Miniſte- 
of Anwaniar, and if ſo, his being baptized ? eſpecially conſi- 
ering, that where we find Pas! upon another occafion , not 
greiter then this, making the relation of that great providence 
of the Lord towards him in bis converſion, he does particy- 
larly mention his baptiſm, Aers 22. J. to 16. There being then 
ſo little in this Qnere, as you ſee, I confeſle I have not a little 
marvelled, to ſee ſome make fo much of it as they have done. 
The ſubſtance of the ſeventh Quzre being only this, viz. be- 
ther many things may not lawfully be done , for which there is no 
ex ampli in Seripturs; of like action in all cirenmſt ances, and whe- 
ther thertfors it is not lawfmll for baptized, to joyn with mnb apti- 
zed perſon: in Chereb communion , theugh i ſhould bt granted 
that it canner be proved that woer they did ſo in the «Apoſtles 


— 


For anſwer to this, I ſhall refer to what is given in anſwer to 
the 1.Quere;this only I (hal add, chat many things may lawfully 
be 


QUBRIE Y11L 
Whether us an Aflien or Praflice, ſmppoſe im matter: relating to the 


|, if there be any generall rule which wil 
there is for admitting women to the Table of the Lord, or for n 


— 


way to Antichriſtian oberufions, 
the Lord Jeſus for the feet of bis 
anſwer to Queries 1, and 3. 


[6] 
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Whether whenG od bath by Faith purified the lo ef 
in (briftian bretbertead and fellowſhip together, be ret 
Sanitifud thew f And in caſe an) now deffiſe d. 
cline their fe Bowſbip a , doth be net fines againſs that 
Heavenly admonition delivered by fprciall Revelation wnto Peter , 
What bath cleanſed (i, e.Parificd or Sanftificd) call not 
thou (or wake not thew) common? Or can a man lighth call, 
er wake t bat common, which God bath ſantlified in a more oppre- 
rs it a polluted er 
f 


Rees: 
If this Querie ſuppoſe that Baptized believers withdraw 
Communion from unbaptiz:d belet vers, as judging them unholy, 
common or uncleane, us it muſt ſuppoſe, or elſe its nothing to 
the purpoſe, then there is « great miſtake in the Qperiſt. For I 
for my part, doe judge many perſons who are not Baptized, 
Moly and cleane, and their hearts purified to ng ad 
yet I cannot but ju ige withall, that the way of holding Churck- 
Communion with theſe, without their being Baprizrd, 4 com- 
mon way (too common and fuch as God hath cot 
Sanftifi-d. And therefore the queſtion is not touching the ſtate 
and condition of their perſons, God-ward in reſp dt of ju. 
Kification, but of their _ of bolding Communion without 
Baptiſme ; and whether this be 2s well «approved by God, us 
their perſons are accepted with him their ving ; if 
not, we may love and honour their , and yet diſlike their 
way of Communion, withont offence to God. 
*-Brhold Iſrael ion with them then, is declined for their wiy - ſake, 
afrer the ficlb, becauſe we cannot have Communion with thrir in n 
are not. ey r r eines ic ſelf, 
tee, which 1 muſt witneſſe un that which God hath not ſaoRi- 
partakers of fi0d by —— of his, that I know of, And therefore our 
the Alu Ke. declining Communion upon theſe termes, is not a calling, or 2 
» Cor. ic. 18, making of them, but theirway-Common or uacleane, 


— 
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un Henſe, i Pe. i. 3. 


without Baptiſme ? 
Tf nor, as it is moſt certaine he cannot reaſonably ſo think : then 
gfve me lea vs to think, that they build without their rule, and nog 
according to the method of the wiſe Maſter-Baliders of the firſt 
Churches, who both lay Foundation, and put on the Top- Stone 
too, without Baptiſm, 

For a man then to hold communion wich « compeny of Be- 
lievers, not in Goſpell order, and to at wich them as if they 
were, and yet to witneſſe againſt ſuch practice of theirs too, 
what is it elſe, then for a man to condemne himſelf in that Which 
he alownth, Row. 14.22. yea and to make bimyelfe a tranſgreſſar 
in building what be deſtrezes ? Gal. 2.18, This errour then of n0g- 
biptiſme, being an errour, not of Beliavers in « Church, duly ſo 
called, but an errour againſt the way of their becomming a 
Cturch according to Goſpell forme; it is not a mans reprov 
this practice in them will juſtifie his holding communion wi 
hem as a Church, no more then a mans reproving a woman for 
Lving with bimſclfe as his wife, becauſe not duly marryed to him, 
will priviledge him in that communion with her. If this be hot 
ſo, 1 of the Qyeriſt, why he and others could not have 
held communion with perſons Epiſcopall and Preibyteriall in 
their judgements, if Believers,though in no ſuch Church-ftate and 
order as he now judgeth neceſlary, if his declaring bis dil ke of 
their neglect of that Order he now holds neceſſary, would have 
excuſed the matter} | 


QUERIE X17. 


whether did the Lord Chrifh, pointing to any River or Water, ſa; 
U pen this rock will I buuld my Church ? 


Riſpon. 
I would alſo querie (ſince I know no reaſon why a | 
WE er wy rd gm for what <canſe the ,Querilt — 
make ſuch a Querie us this ? and whether be did 2 


Or 4 there the ſofteſt Whilher — — 
that 4 12 conſtu . 
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the as analy e abort Hatte Packer; 2 vin: 
in caſe a man Gli ſnppeſe bins to bave been Noah, when as ke 
wa: ſome ether man 1 


I would likewiſe demand of th Querilt, whether there would 


danger for « man to invocate the name of Father 
— — nr iam mg GANG 
. nor i 
bim Commiſion caſe ( 
crime) of miſtaking che true or right ſubject of 


Heaven, and the of an untruth upon, ot the ſpeaking of 
an unt ruth in the nat | wo tamed v3 wh 
and the other, viz; to ſuppoſe Melchi/edechs Father to be N., 
in caſe he were ſome other man, would be an erronr 
import, as, viz, for a man to 
bove that which i written, in 2 


QUERIE X1P, 

bel her may not the queſtion, about the appropriate ſubjell of Jg. 
2 irocdoas of er 2 2 
to the judgement and pratiice ( ) of ho we — 
world, jnfily be nombred amongit theſe quefians, which vhs of. 
poſe cal: fooliſh, and unleaned, and adviſeth both Timothy 
and Titus to avoid, as bring queſtions wich ingender ſtrife, and 
are nnprofitable and vaine / 2 Tim, 2.23. Tit.3.9, 


| 
3 —— REFS Gen Win. 
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ing the reaſons, which ſec m to induce the Qaeriſt 
to corceive,that the aforeſaid queſtion ought to be numbred with 
tranſgreſſots: 1, It does not follow, that the queſtion about the 
appropriate ſubject of was bo therefore un- 
learned, fooliſh — vaine, _ wars pen —— 
contentions, evill ſurmiſings, diviſions, and revilings, | 
— — in the world ; no more then it 
will follow, that bec1uſe ſuch things as theſe wete occaſioned by 
Chriſt Jeſus himſelfe in bringing his Goſpel into the world, Lal⸗ 
12.50,51, and by the A preaching of it, 1 7heſ. e.2, that 
therefore the docttine of that Goſpel ought jultly to de numbred 
with the aforeſaid vaine queſtions. 

Nor, 2. can I be of opinion with the Queriſt, that the ſaid que- 
ſtion (rightly und ei ſtood) in the nature and tendency of it, leads 
but to very little that is conſiderable, or of conſequence for 3 
Chriftian to know, at lealt ſo little, as to make it uoproficable 
and vine : becauſe the knowledge of the Ordinance it ſelfe,and- 
of its nature, uſe, and tendency, upon the knowledge of 
the appropriate ſubje as one of the eſſentialls of it: and I cans 


and leſſe troubleſome way, then by pleadings, 
tiogs, unlefſe every man wou 


there is. $, 

Nor yet 3. cin jump with that con jecture, that thoſe who 
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gremnd, either in Reaſon or | 
on, why either ſuch a thing ſhenld have beans pr 30 by © 
— 5 —— ta by pr, 'by 
By which ] am cobde marti 
——— be ſpoken in ſo few 
yo in ſtarch 1 yr any ran Wi fy werfe 


precrpe nov example in aper for 


.. Neither Jet any wan think that I wrong the 
ws words comcary to his intention + For 
which hicfer brom chem, warns part of hu 


I. If there be no example in Script 
tiſed, after many yeares profe lion off 
theres nv pio in Seriptyre” of aN er in 

FE B:lievers, 


A 


fol6t) chat lu which eojoyned Mate 


Chr tanity — 

— ofthe 
that zende that rr 
ſsch love to Chriſt un to tread in his ſie ps, mould not have there 
hands out of this buſiaeſle n any prerence whatſo- 


3. Cual had berne d long time 2 fearer of God, and it is 


| of of C 
—— 


dy 2 
and thoſe with him, ſaith, T bu 
"Rn | and 


ritnal to that which i more carnal, us 
cauſe he ſhall not thereby loſs any thing be 
- Which is ſpiritual}, but (hall be fare ro makes faire addition 
tber by unto his ſpiritu ul flock, if he doe it beartily, 
Chriſt, and after wards make that ſpirituall improvement 

which it is very capable. | 
5. The Ordinance of Baptiſme is us well matter of 
tion, as fignification ; to oblige and hold a man faſt to the 
vice of Jeſus Chriſt,ss to inſttuct him in the things of the Goſpel ; 
upon which account Pas! preſſes the improvement of it the 
begun 
famous 


Romans, (Row. 6;3 4,5.) fo org after they 
the Whole why {4, chap. t. ver. 8. And what, hath not 


to beleeve, as that their faith by that was growne 


[i 


even the ft Chejftian bimſelfe, need of all the holy bonds 
and i ener? to engage and binde him faſter 
and faſter to Chrift, and to preſſe him more and more forward in 


his way? 

6. Baptiſme as well as the Table of the Lord, is rewemor ative, 
yes in ſome reſp: more; for the Supper properly is but rewe. 
mort of the death of Chriſt, whereas Baptiſme is rewener a. 
tive, and declarative of the Death, Buriall, and of 
Cherſt, And therefore the Queriſts reaſon being built upon this 
miſtaken ſuppcſicion, that Baptiſme is not rewenerative ns well 


— — mn as co tender Baptiſme any 
more to men then the 
2 long profeſſion, Supper ir 


7. What ever elſe they have profeſſed, I am ſure they have 
S ho by bat? baptifed 
into Chriſt have not profeſſed the Death, Burial and 
, ee their owne Death, Baciall,and ReſurreRion with 
. There can no more reaſon be gi I conceive 
Biptiſme ſhou'd ceaſe to be a duty — r 
emitted it in the pcopereſt ſeaſon of it, viz... the time of his new 
birth, then why . Circumciſion (hould-ceaſe to be = duty to 
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er ppm can 
pager nan iis it ; and yet we fee 
I ö A beer Lapeer > 
bes day ts tem, . pethaps the ground of their O- 
m ſſion, was much more approveable , i 
2 then the ground of chat 


—— 
any other way 
RC Foe Works, aakicwowelie ann — 


09 tick 30d beſt approved Believers did Lay 7+ 28. 
48 .3,27- 


10. Such Believers as ne glect Baptiſme, upon uf | they 
have no need of it, becauſe of their long t eee 2 G 
nity , are uamercifu 


| to their owne ſoaks, in cuctiog — 
ſelves bott of ſuch 4 meanes or ſpirituall accommodation 8 
B:ptilme is, and doe offer injury both to that Wiſdome and 
Goodnefſe of God, which conſulted their good in that Oddi- 
nance : They yu onde God e N ooo 
bring Baptized, Luke 


XXIIIL Querie Anſwered, 


1. If thi Law fra „ de overernle- al Laweet and - 
Precepts concerning 


of Sus Populi can ever, x3 the Querift ſuppoſea and 

takes for opp Ce. G. 26, _— 

* of B, 4 —— rather to ba approprnted to perſons profeſ. 

fg 1 the then unto Infants, and not the — whe 
d hayeic ; and the reaſon hereof is, b ciuſc Bap 

til 15 's more edifying both to — — the mſelves, * 

to others, when the Faith, 


then When to Infants, Add a becauſe Ia. 
funts by tenſon of thei wane * —— han ate 
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Nor is the adminiſtration of Beptiſme , like to be ſo 

others that are but SpeQutors, either us to the 

their judgements, or moving of their affftions, when 
tos Creatare ( an Infant is,) e no knowledge of 

God, or %% (brit , nor Love or to bim, or avy 
defire to his wayes , us the lame would be, when adminiſtred to 
a Believer, who by his voluntary ſubmiſſion to that Ocdinatice, 
Preaches to men his beliefe in w Cbrift, us Dead, Buried, and 
Riſen againe ; And his of Remiffion of ns through 
Faith in his Name, and their own defires ; and reſolutions, 

up themſelves — — unto Jeſws chi ualeſſe you 20 80 
. there is ao difference betweene zeile and no z rale in 
this bebalfe, which cannot be ſuppoſed without contradicti 5 
Spirit of thoſe and the like Scriptures, Mat. 21.32, with 
29,30.3 Cor.9.2, 

2. I cannot be of the Queriſts minde (I confeſſe ] th Cir 
cumciſfion and B aptiſme are the ſame in Spirit and Subſance though 
bf ering in the Latter ; Betauſe circumcifion was no ſigne or re. 
ſemblance of the Death, Duriall, and Reſurtection . 
— — 6 , which 
= Cel. 2. 1 2. And therefore this reafon 
— . ſhould rs 2 

y Axes ary or it ſnould 


— the Queriſt | dire ny, diligently to compare, Rom 
rr to fade 
Baptiſme and Circumciſion axe one in ſubſtance 
of Spirit ; 1 confeſſe I have diligently theſe Texts, 
+ mud till L did diligently conſider them, was of the Queriſts mind 
eren bx by a diene conſidering of he, now of note 


1 ſappoſe the -Queriſt would have us to conceive. from theſe 
that Circumciſion was a Seate of the Ri 


e Seale of the R 


wich 


of 


to Infants, ra 
to ther or 


, _noreaſor, eithet * 
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br par Chu rn nn mr dre 

NM 2 4 - : of that 
. Free 
deſcribe the common av ure of Circumciſion , t he bad done in 
thoſe wards imediately beforo, where he calls it « Signe, which 
agrees with Gods own Denomination of it when be fult inflicu, 
ted it, and therefore molt likely adequately ro anſwer the com- 
mon end and uſe of it; Bu hee deſcribes Circumciſion in theſe 
words, A Scale of the Righteowſneſſe, r. us that which it was 
peculiarly to Aram. For 1. It is not called x Scale of the 
Rightconſnefle of Faith indefiditely , but onely 4 Sralr of the 
Rightronſweſſe of the Faith whith HE H AD. An. A Stake 
of the Right ronſneſſe of the Faith Which be bad, bring yet e- 
ciſed. And then 3. The end wherefore Cuncumciſion became fuch 
a Seale of the Reghteouſnefſe of eAbrabaws Faith, and it wis 
2.9 3 02 0 ON EO OT thew that be» 
ive, . 
And were not theſe thingy, in reſpect whereof Circumcifion 
was Seile, peculiar unto Alan oncly > Or did God ever 
give Circumciſion ( as is ſaid, be gave to Abraham the Covenans 
of Circumciſion , Act. 7.8.) to any other us the Seale of the 
Rigiteouſaefle of the F:ich which be had before he was Circum- 
ciſed, or to fatifie and eftabliſh him the Father of all that (hoald 
afterward believe ? If got, (bould wi thinke C ircuamci- 
fion was in common « Seale of | 


* 
s we 


e 4 
thoſe that ſhould believe. Rod if Abrabew did receive Circum- 
cifion, us = Testimonial of that love which God did beate to 
him before, (14 «henwiab ſayes, that God found bir heart faich- 
fall before bim, and entered inte Covenant with lim thercupon, 
Nel. . 8.) then it could not be the procuting cauſe of Abrahams 
acceptation with God, This conſtruction of the worth: », fo 
directly anſw-ring and ccommodating the drift aud Scope of 
the Apoſtle, I fee no reaſon to embrace any other that is con- 
traty to it. . 

Fot to underſtand the Apoſtle us ſpeaking of Citcutaciſion in 
the cemmon nature of it, as Seals of the Rightcoulneſlſe of 
Faith, ſecmes to mee rather to diſaccomodate the Apoſtle in his 
intendment then otherwiſe ; Since thoſe with whom. Paw! here 
diſpures, might rather thereby be confirmed in their Opinion of 
the neceſſity of Citcumciſion unto Juſtification, ſince things 
( writings for example ) are not authentick till chey are Sealed, 
and thereforc (huu'd Par! have told them, that Circumciſion 
had been the Seals of Juſt fication , might not they have infer- 
red, that thereforc juſtification could not be compleat with- 
opt it ? 

3. Should wee grant that which the Qazrilt would babe, ,x. 
That Circumciſion and Biptiſme were the ſame in Sp tit and 
Subſtance, (which yet we may not grant } yet that would by no 
meanes follow thereupon, which the Queriſt ſuppoſerh , viz, 
That Baptiſme is, and Citcumciſion was, moſt edifying when 
ac miniſlred to Infants ; Os elſe that ¶ ircumciſſon was ordered by 
God, mnto the Spiritual l:ſſt and detriment of thoſe to whom it was 
—— For this Aſſertion cannot be true, unleſſe you will ſup- 
poſe that which is manifeltly untrue, viz. That there is no mean 
berweene moſt edifying, and none at all; or which is more, that 
there is no mean betweene OT eebfying, nnd Spiritual loſe 
and detriment. For Circumciſion might ha ve been cdifying ( as 
26miniſtred ro Children ) to the firſt or ſecond degree of Edi. 
fication, and yet neither be weſt Edifying, nor yet matter of Si- 
ritual detriment ; uuleſſe the comparatives of Lest and More, 
were not in uſe if thoſe days. I will willingly grant, that the 
whole miniſtration of Aeſes, was edifying to a. degice , and 
therefore Circumciſion allo , though adm i 


dmiaitred to in 
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cumci on u adminiſtred to fofunry wan — marie 

then it ſhould have remained (Ml) a the Apoſtle- uh, Hb. 5 J. 

Han fri fo the fon. fable, e 8 
ſengle for the ſecond. 

It was then becauſe of that little, low, and! — — 
— benefit ot edification that wg to be had by Cacum. 
ciſion 23 adminiltred to Infants ; or by other Rare vor ©-diran- 
ces of the Law, that the ſame were wed made void, 25 
is molt evident alſo by that other ſaying of the Apoltle , Heber, 
1819. For there us verily a of the Comman.tement ge- 


for the Waakgneſſe and napreftablineſſe of it : for he 
made nothing perfe(?. unreaſonable to 


If fo, in ic uot mott 
— ot any part ob ie, nad particularly Circum 
us adminifired to Infants,was molt edifying ? Or if it were 
moſt edifying xccording to 
the time then being, i there any 
in it, that an eee — 
now urder the Goſpell;, becauſe ſuch 2 was the moſt edi 
fying way which God was pleaſed to the Chureh in 
her non · age undet the Law ? when 2s it is plaine that us edi- 
SR i was diſanulled for the unproficablenefie 


= } Whatever the confieve ofthe Ger iv to the cone 
yet there is not onely A colour of reaſon, but the ſubſtance 
— yr ann or ors 
ben 2dminiſtred to Infants, 23 Citcumciſian was and 
as£0 its end, when it was admimitred to Infaces ; 
camcifion was no ſuch tranſient act as Baptiſme is, | but reg 
remained a permanent figne in the fleſh as a viſible matter of fig- 
nification and inſtruction to the party circumciſed all his dayes, 
— 13) which-8 a thing, chat no man can affirm of Infants 


of rezxſon 
be molt edifying 


3 the Apoliles de 
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thc Bapt zing of houſholds, * 16.1 ;;. 16%. > 
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5 appente. 7. Becauſe the houſhoids whoſe being Bap- 
ed, is recortied, being onely hut three, it may with a» good 
probability be »fficmed i that there were no little Children in 
them, us that there were, and in that teſpect we are 
ground with our friends, in denying, what take h 
to — 5 mem 

word H H old, in Scri imports, nat 
all and every individuall Soule in the houſe, — he aides 
part, or ſo many of the houſe, which according to common rex- 
foo, are to be ſed capable of thoſe zfficmations that are 
made concerning them. 1 Seaw.1.21,22. Gen. 30. 4. & 35. 2. 
2 Saw. 3:1. Fer. 35.3. 86. Hat, 10. 13. & 12 25, el 4.53. 
Afi 18.8 & 10.2 Joſs, 24.1 5. 2 Tin. 4 i Rem 16.10;4 1. Aud 
accordingly muſt choſe Scriptares be underſtood where houſkoids 
are ſaid to be Baptized, 3. In that it is ſaid ing one of 
the three houſhold: whoſe Mime is recorded, 7 bet the Word 


” 
* 


of the Lord wan ſpoken to them, and that they bulieved, Afts 16.34. 
and of another, that they addited themſelves to the PMeniſt ery of 
the Saint, U {07.76.15 with Chep.1.v.16.1t is vent, that eithet 
there were no Infants in thoſe houſholds, ot elſe that when they 
ſpeake of houſhotds, they meane onely ſuch of them, as bad t- 
tained the age of ſo mach underſtanding, as to dos, beare, and 
believe ſuch things, as were incompetible to the capacity of Io. 
faots ot lictle Children, 1, * 
CBE the reaſons moving the Queriſt to thinks Infants were 
1ptized, when theſe houſholds were Baptized, I anfwer, 
1. ThatGod bath not left. the Preceyt , and perpetual ex 
of C e Infants as « pit nncovered, ( for Biligvirs to fall 
into by Nei their Children ) by gromg no hint of the: alter 
ies of il d im that behaife : Form that in the New 
Teſtament, aboliſhed the uſe nnd practice of Cixcumcifing la- 
fancs, its cleare hee bath abobſhed+ che Law by which Circum- 
ciſion of Infants was enjoyned. But bee hath done the former, 
Als 11.21, 1 Cor. 7. 19. Gal. 5.2, Therefore the latter. And 
therefore conſidering that the Law of Circumetſion, as all other 
Cliojaical Rites, bang difanulicd ,. I cannot b wonder, that 
any man ſhould build any thing apdn it for the Baptizing of 
Infancs : Is not a-repeiled' Law, and no L, of the ſame 


C64T 
be thoußhe che fame; T. Beczuſe vey. f. ſpeakes of c C, 
onely in the F-gular number, but v4; G. ſpeakes of litt wie in 
the p'urs!) number., ard that too, not under the appellat ion of 
Child of Chi'dren as before, but of l ones. 2. If wr compare 
this prſſoge with the other Evangelifts, 4s A.. Lake 19.2, 
Je will bee evident (ay it's rendred by them / that le ones; * 
were not little Brbes, of ſrerle Children properly fo called , but 
the Diſcip'es of Clift, hom he fit quent iy calls rele ones, ad 
ſomerimes ile ¶ bilden, Joby 13.33: 
2. But that which is further added by the Queriſt, why In- 
Fants can nen no toftrable account be txcludid , when it 1 ſaid of 
hole Hen ſholds er Families, that they were dipped, 


though it bowld 
be ſuppoſed, they were in no ſence capable of believing, is 1 confelly 
to m- ſome, anch it is , breanſe they were 45 capable , An 
in ſome reſp-&s more cxpable of beirg dipt, then Men 1 0 ff 
their being cxpable de fas to be dipped, maſt needs a them 
c5pab'e de jure of the Ordibarce of Baptiſme us well u Men t 
duch Yerpacity, not onely Infants, but other Creatures alſo bays: 
as well as Men : and if this had been all the capacity requifitena 
doubt but Children had been 2s capable as any, Yea and other 
Creatures too. Ry EET 
3. Is that a good reaſon why we ſhould thinke Children were 
Bipt d with the heuſholds before mentioned, gane We 
eng ht nit te contend with Jod, or Felt aiy part of bis c aunſell or 
Will beeanſe onely ſomewhat ſparingly, ard With jor ſecanin'fſe of 
evidence diſcovered in his word # Niy-racher, fiace the Will of 
God is hercin manifeſt, that periods ag the FI bv were 
che ſub ject ot bis Baptifme,” all gheowile the Seriptures and the 
MN ſtoty of things then, were in compotivg, let no man contenu 
with God, becsuſe he hath not frimed the Scripture to ha mad 
or opinion, nor goe bout to force the Scripture to ſpeake that 


they have no winde to ſpenke, or ſuppoſe when God hathide« 


fivered his Mind phy: That pet be hth ind coun- 
ſefis of another ntutt, more eomporting! with tris minds, (44 
Baulum fornetimmethonghrin another chſe.) 7 
4. Tut Q#riſt foppoſes ſeverall other Tenents to bt ĩtubtu · 
e lightſoms "gr ound! , them ſuch a1 ar 
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and ſo let bins v of that Bread, ani 2 Cp, 1 Cor. It, 
18. Fot I doubt nog bur the Queriſt knowes, that Min in 
this place is the common gender, & fignifi-3 the kind and not the 
ſex, and therefore women to be every whit us much concerned 
therein, as mmm. N 5 


maids of the Lord, and therefore it is every 

from this place, that women did break bread, us thut men did. 
And when it's faid 42: 20.7. The the Diſciplsr cemt together to 
break, Bread mpon the firſt d ay of tht Weeks, ſhould it be tin 
deiſtood of men any more then women ? in #s much 23 vom 
are Diſciples us well us mens, ualeſſo hapſy ir be ſud, there is par · 
—ů— and Husyc bau. 


If N fprivh ling — la unt (us the Querilt's ex- 


pte ſſion is, which u as mut t to fe 2 by dipping) 
de no more the Ocdingnre of By another common 


action is, (4s 1 verily ꝓteſame it l nor, till it be proved to bi of 
——— | in Fprinkling the 
008 ents bo piflger ns 


i210 


| baptiſmall 
| be ſo countenanced, But as 
culacity of precept ot example in. ſuck caſes, I have 
more largely to querie 147.42 '-: © | 

the Quaeriſh ſucthet demands, ener they 4. 
no# $ro/ume 44 much, or u more npen their one ; and 


ſuch ſentence againſt it, as the 
"4 meer: nd neveffery 


| God, which pleat is to be rooted wp, und 
thoſe that will fide with God, againſt the 
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it to kim to determine: that à being dipped Peer be 


2 water, in obechence to d command of Jeſus Chriſt, 
ſhould be a tempting of the providence of God, 8 to the endan- 
gering of either life or health, I cannot wad] becauſe more 
then ire quent, even.conſtant experience, teacherh 
Nor do Lbclieve there is the like danger of d 
925 es 2+ did the circumciling of dom N. hy 
* avd yet Mi. 
woul hte Cone, WH What ever the 
— — 2 upon his owne account, I 
ſhall nor ſpeak ; be! * ent, God hath not · made « 
ſnare of Baptiſme ; and we will TRE 
eſe ext 9 preſerve i prople nor in the times 0 22 
from ſuch icconveniences as theſe Feaced,in the 
and obeying him, then be did to preſerve his people I thoſe 
hazards they expoſed themſelves to in obeying him under the 
Law, Exod. 34 24- there will be no caule for any man to fears 
the of his life or health in the hand of Jeſus 
and in the way of obeying bim; he that tebuked the Windes a 
the Seas for his ſervants ſakes, . cold: and 
though 4 ſtayetb the ſooliſb, yet whoſo eneth unte me (faith 
God, Prov. r BAA ſafely, and ball br free from the 
faere of evil ho can he truſt God With the hee ＋ 
ſeali in wel doing, 1 Pet, 4, 19. that cannot truſt him 
keeping of his body in well doing? Little docs he think wo 
na way, what peace and ſa- 
2872 N n 


of his heart to 
. in the caſe, be 
lave 04 Boos vl E Chrift, throw 15 
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ESE 2 54576 I conceive | 
there is good reaſon to believe; Bar chat 


Nor have I ſeens or know any to 
der Water in order tot — — 
it convenient ſo to doe, lower water cannot conve. 
niently be come at; thoagh I belicve withall, that ſo the body 
of bi who is b1ptiled, be boried under water — 
ba ——— — NY 
— aptpmcn oe the Water 

not in a mans going to the — — 
Fr but in his being bapriſed, or buried in water. = 
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and manner which hee uſes therein ? and whether hee de 
of his own head, or * Inſticution or c« 
of ch IF be will fs 
or Command from C 
be z commiſſion from 
berh ſuch circumſtances 173 1 
ſtration, as well us there is for the eſſentia lla of 
Palſyyer , ind Supper of the Lord ; if ſo, why does hee ſuppoſe 
there is no ſuch to be fond in Scripture / Or if hes will 
ſay there is no ſuch — 3 
— of ſubjeft, and manner of «A, — 
ﬆ hee mult hold, or elſe hee is to blame for changing thoſe 

who ever they be , with making themſelves wiſe a that m 
_ & written, Cr. T hat dot priſeribe and determine, particulericy of 
2 . ation in Baptiſane ; kali 
Inflation; or. Gammiien 


5 XXIV Anſwered, 

1. Thengh it ſhould be granted, That many, if not the genera: 
lity of theſi that bave entred into the way of neW Baptiſave ( 15 the 
Qaerift miſca}ls ie, it being indeed the old way of Baptuzing ) 
Have received their Faith, and" «ther Gram, ander the 
a pinſation of their nf art- Buptiſme , yet | his would-be no More 
n tea ſonj obliging their — 2 old wonted forme, 
( ſuppoſing Here yet 1 more excellent way ) then it was or 


would g re beene to thoſe who were wrought upan in a ſaving 
way, un eren... 
— — their T = 


» 2. Ie is like — Ate of ſhould 
d ſo — us to glory ale by fume; . 
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that mote then one of 4 thenſand 
does not know one of a thouſand of chem, 

id competent Judge of the growth of their thouſands ; but that 
more then one of a thouſacd ) ingaged in this new, Alias old 
Way of which the Querilt ſpeakes , have ſince their emrance into 
it, ad {td much more then the breadth of the lraft bare of their he«d 
unte ther former | pr r flature in Chriſt, is 8 truth, of which 
the Qa/rilt would make no doubt at all, as now hee does, had 
hee but taken their former , and preſent Spirituail Dimenflons, 
with ſach « meaſuring Reed « that wherewith Jobs did m 
the Temple of God, and them that wor ſhip therein, Rons.11.1; But 
however, it is good for every Man ts thinks ſoberly ( us the 
Apoſtle ſpeakes in an other caſe ) both in commending, and diſ- 
commending,and net to ſtretch b:mſelfe beyond bus 099 line in mea” 


me. 
3*To the Dwerifts ſu: ther demand, I anſwer ; that poſlibly 
ſome may be worſe (ic ce they came under this D.ſpenſation then 
before, though I mult ſay I know not one ſuch, except ſuch who 
have quite forſaken the way,und itis no marvellif chey ate grown 
worſe : nay this cather tu ne: to a Teſtimony for that way, then 
inſt ir, in that when Men grow bad , the yoke of Chrilt be- 
& too ſtrait for them any longer to weare ; od the com- 
— N for them to induce. But as for the decayes of 
ome in the way, if it ſtcengehen not its claime aus to be from 
God, ſo neither Mes it at all weaken it any more, then thoſe 
unruly and diſorderly walkings of ſome in che Apoltolicall 
Churches, did argue the way of thoſe Chu ches not to be of 
God, Alas if pleas as theſe were valid, where are there 
Men of that order and forme, that could avouch their way to 
be of God ? Bur if the old way of Independency be ind-ed free 
from all ſpots of this kinde, they (ball by my conſent, throw the 
fit flone ut the Meg of this new way, Well may this way of 
ing the controvetſie between us, oc) indeed thoſe 
evil ings, aljenation of affeflion, gud wiliſyings, of which the 
Querilt ſpenkes. X 14. but will contribute little towards the 
finding out the trut d, but rather Ls ee . 


| (943 

ſhull forbexrs what otherwiſe might kave beene retorted. 

What the Learning, Worth,and Hamility was, of Peu O 
colampadins, Johannes Denkins, ud eh Gafter , in Luthers 
time, 1 know dot, who us the Q; riſt informes us, repented of 
their weakne fſe, 3s aving beene /ar prized with a religious co nc io 
of the beceſſity of new, alias old Bipriſme : But this I know, 
that it is a very reve thing for men of ſuch great learning, as theſe 
are te preſemted to have been, meerly by a ſu / ptiſall with i Reli- 
gious conceit, fo farre to deny themfelves of the accommodati- 
ons of theit former way , where they inherited the tt ſpccti of 
Men and the warme i: flo-nces of che World, us to expoſe them- 
ſelves to the haered , oppofition , and perſecution of the times, 
except their conviRtion from the Word of God, have been very 
potent and operative upon the Conſcience, And whether 
theſe men did rerurne bock to their former form, accompanied 
with the ſame humility and worth, with which befoce-th:y left 
it, ® more then I know, or then the Qu-rift does informe ws in, 
or then I am bound to belet v, ſince lexrned men (un experience 
of all Ages ſhewes,) have been no more rempration-proofe, and 
free from back ſlidin to imbrace this preſent World, then other 
Men, 

But as for thoſe of late among our ſelves of like Character, 
except it be ſuch #s have repentcd of their worth and humility, 
us woll us of their new Beptifme ; us the Queriſt does not name 
any, ſo I have not known or heard of any 


tſtand, that one of thoſe 
R: pentavce. 
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Sagen ray onde Ape 


pentanct the Baptiſm of Repentance, 
- —— — — his 
is unſound being thia vic. becauſe according 


flaicion of Circumcili it is 
mate, the ſame —— * 25 2 


briefly in anſwering the 23. — 
whero the me ching wan ier by the Queriſt , to which 1 
refer the Reader, 

2. If well obſerved, 42 7 — 
Baptiſme is called the Bapti ime of Regentance for Remiſſian of 
fins, — 5 — with ſuch u degomingti- 
on of Circumciſion, and conſequently that Children arg not us 
TE IE — 
* Wy C2 pant ance 
Rewer en in the place quoted by the Querilt 4 d. 1.4 
Repertance was the tet me upon which 
— 1 — be received, and upon which 
. —— h gn Baptiſed by him. As the 

ven Abrahars is called the Conmant of Cirenmuifien, 
oa denture Ciccumciſion was the team by and 
8 be rd of rar mers tobe adage 
the Covenant, and rightfu!l partzbetꝭ of the b:nefiry and privi- 
ledges of ir, and therefore called the 
of dis being in Covenant with them, 
11, and the renne to dave 
22 NN > + oy nyo nnd 
as «Ain/worth renders it, i 6. diffolved the terms or 
of it ; upon which account God Would have them car off frow 
his people, . at |calt excluded the priviledges ——. 


were eg . 
cs 
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= K 2 


£76] | 

Baptiſm of Repentants, Luke 3.3. Act 13 14. Now what wait 
for bim to preach the Baptiſme of R-pentance, bit ts preach 
that men ought to repent,und fo to be Biptized > Which that it 
was, alſo «ppcars in that thoſe that did receive Biptiſme from 
bim according to his preaching, did profeſſe Repentance ; for iti 
ſaid, they were Baptized of John in Jordan, confe ſſing their ſong, 
Mat. 3.6. Aar. 1 5. But the Phariſees who rufted in themſelves 
that they were righteow und t id thewſel ves Luke 16.15. 18. 
9 11. though mary of them came to Foley Biptiſme, Mar, 3. 7. 
yet it ſeems , diſownirg the terms on which it was to be ad mini- 
red, viz repentance for remiſſion of ſianes, they are ſaid to 
hav- rejeied (or made fraſtrace, us the word is) the (Counſel of 
God againſt themſelves, not being Baptized of him. Luc 4.30. 

But becauſe the right underſtznding of the — of thing 
bete about in the very b-ginning of this Miniſtration of Biptiſm, 
is of great uſe by which to judge how it ought to be uſed now, 
the Miniſttation ROGER ſtiſi, though the firſt Mimiſtracors are 
dead, Therefore I ſhall defire theſe two things may be well 
minded. 

1. That Jobns Miniſtry by Preaching and Biptizing , was that 
from which the Goſpel! Miniſtration began to rake its riſe or b2+ 
ginning , and which began that great turne which was made in 
the World by aboliſhing the K gal way of Worſh'p and Ordi- 
nances, and of bringing in the Evargelicall, Hereupon its faid ; 
T he Law ard the Prophets were till John, face that time the King- 
dome of God (i. e. the new and Goſpell ſtate) « Preached and every 
Man prefſeth into it. Therefore alſo is the Miniſtration of Jobs 
called the beginning of the Goſpell of Faſma Chriſt the Sonne of God. 
CHark 1.1, 2. By the way then, if God was pleaſed ro honout 
the Ordinance of Biptiſme with the uſhering in of the Goſpell 
M niſtration into the World,znd to cauſc it thus to march in the 
front when he brought bis firſt b-gotten into the World, had not 
they need to conſider whether they doe it right or no, who cauſe 
it to march in the Reare of all the things of the Goſpell, in their 
Opinions of it, and a ffoctions to it ? 4. 28 

2: That as Baptiſme (except it were Pretec the 

friſt Goſpell Ordinance by which tHe began, fo A. 
of the Adminiſtration and Reception of this Orcdinance ao. 


varied 


* C7) 
voried frm the termes of the adminiſtration and reception of 
Ordinances undet the Luv, u well as the Ordinance it ſelf vit ed 
from thoſe. That which gave men right and natle ro the O:di- 
nar ces of the L]. Grcumc ſion and the reft, was choir baving 
Abraham t6 their Father : That which now give men right to 
John's Brptiſme, was not this, but their repencance ; and this 
Job» ſofficrently fignrfics Afar. 3. 8,9. Lube 3.9. when in his ptea · 
ching to the people that came to hu Bipriſme, eſpecully che 
Phariſees, he (aid, Thinke wot to ſay within your felver, we have 
Abraham te ear Father, but bring forth frucs meet for tepen- 
® tance :* #5 if he ſhould have ſaid, Doe not think that ples will 
now Terve your turne to render you capable of this Goſpel-· Or- 
dinance, viz. that you have Ab to your Father, thongb it 
hath ſerved your turne heretofore us ts your participation in 
Moſaicall difpenſations, but now if you will be biptiſed indeed, 
and enter upon the Goſpel- worſhip, then bring forth fruits meet 
for, ot becomming repentance, Whereupon we ſh ill finde that 
he did inſtrucꝭ them how they ſhou d live for the time to come, 
n well ut to repent of, and conſeſſe their finnes that were paſt, 
Lake 4.10,11,12,13,14+ 
And now if Bi iſme were called the Baptiſm of Repentance, 
b*cruſe none but repentant perſons, or ſuch as ſo proſeſſed them- 
ſ.lves to be, were to partake thereof, then I am ſure there is nei- 
rhet the ſame rexſon why Ciccurcilion might be truly called the 
Circumcifion of Rep :ntance, nor yet that lafants are as duly ca- 
pable of the Baptiſme of Repentance, us they were of Circumci- 


ſion. 

1, Whether thoſe words Act: 2.38. 39. and be bapt/ad 
every one of you in the name of Jeſus Chrift for the remiſſion of fas, 
and ye ſhall receive the gift of the holy Ghoſt ; for the promuſe « to 
you, and ts your child tn and to all that are a farre off, ron a 
as the Lord our God ſhall call, | ſay, whether theſc words did 
much ec joyne thoſe to whom ſpoken, to repent, in order to their 
being bar ſed, as er courage them both gato the one duty, 2nd 
the other, upon accouat ot the promiſe relating to them, I (hall 
not need to determine : But ſurely the Queriſt does not chinke 
rr m order to thait being 
| S 3 2 
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baptiſed as well as for other cauſes; unleſte he will fay, they 
were to be baptiſed firſt, and then to repent ing to his 
own Method of baptiſiag children. 

2. If the Parents Title to the Promiſe wu 2 ground or motive 
unto them to be baptiſed, but not be baptiſed without Repeu- 
rance, but both to repent and to be baptiſed, s the Queriſt him- 
ſelte ſuppoſes it was ; then why ſhould the Promiſe be any more 1 
ground to the children to be baptiſed without tepentance then it 
was to the Parents ? or how, ot by what paſlage, word, or ſyllable 
in the Text, does the Queriſt diſcerne, that the Promiſe was 
made upon any other termes to the Children, then it was to the. 
Parents ? 

3. Is it not moſt apparent, that the whole tenor of the Pro- 
miſe here made, in reſp:R of the perſons to whom it is made (ex · 
pteſſed in theſe words, yow, yowr children, and all « far off ) is go- 
verned and limited by that laſt clauſe of the 39. ver. even 4 many 
as the Lord our God foal call ? Ii ſo, then the Promiſe did belong 
unto the childrea no otherwiſe then to the parents, not had they 
any intereſt in the promiſe of remiſſion of ſinue, of gift of the 
holy Ghoſt uatill called by Repentance and Baptiſme, the terms 
here propoſed, to render them capable of it, no more then their 
parents had, 

4. It we conſider what the Promiſe is which is here ſaid, to be 
made to them and · to their children, it will evidently appeare, 
The Promiſe that it, 5.e. the good promiſed, belongs to gone but repenci 
nude Perſons. f and conſquently not to Infants : and if the Prom 
2ridy chat is did not belong to Infants as Infants, then no Biptiſme upon ac- 

publication count of the Promiſe. The things here promiſed, are the tem Mi. 
16, 15. on of ſinnes, and gift of che holy Gholt : for thoſe att the things 
Pate gen, the Apoſtle does alcertaine them by the Promile, 

e eee oth 

» preach the Golj AZ. i.e. them Salvation by Jeſus ' 

recerve this Salvation 


gu that the offer and tender of 
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on ——————— gift of the holy 
vicher zbfolare ind without condition, ve c lie it is oal⸗ 
conditional! ; for h treat theſe there is no meen, If abſoluce, 
then the tem ſſi on of Sinnes and gift of the holy Ghoſt were 
omiſed to ali rhe Jewes, and their children, without any con- 
tion at ill, whether they did rep nt and were baptiſed or no ; 
bar this I think no man will »fi-ae. If the Promiſe then was 
conditional), us you ſet ie muſtneeds be, then none had right to 
the Promiſe, cht is to the things promiſed, bur thoſe chat had 
. — the condition, for rake away the condition of the 
'igfion or Promiſe, and the Obligation ceaſes to be i now the 
condition of the Promiſe is here clexcly ſer by the Apoſtieto be, 
if not Repenrance and x being baptiſed in the name of Jeſus 
Chriſt {for if any knowes how upon good ground to divide 
them herein, let it ſo be) yer I am ſure Repentance is : Rope 
and be baptiſtd, 8&*. and yr ſhall recerve, &c. that is, and thereupon 
ye ſhall receive, &. And if Repenenace was the condition of the 
omiſc here mentioned by the Apoſtle, then I um face the chil- 
drenof theſe Jewes rould no mote have right to the Promiſe 
ET they did repent, then the patente themfrives 
could, and con no more right to Biptiſme upon ac- 
count of the —— CG 2 
| Which thing is fo evident und cleare, that 1 (bull wonder if any 
rationall man (hall not difcerne it, if he will but give his ceaſoa 
and jud gement full ſcope to confider it. 


XXXV, Su anſwered. | 
Here the Querift d-mmds, Fhether God del ſworll in the offers 
blies of theſe, wich he fayrs judge themſelves the only duly baptiſed 
ſons under beaven, with any ſuch pleaſure or diigo, a1 bf. 
th many the Aſſemblies of thiſs Who are called nnbapiiſed ”or oe 
they Sled With the glory and preſence of God at ſuch « rate? ware 
there any ſuch wan fo fl arions of the Hferi there f or ave the poivers 
of the World to como, ſo aftive and buſie in the (rh wertings of 
the one, 44 they are bn the other ? 
„Had the Querifſt given us to underſtand in what reſpets he 
Tpeaks th ſe things, and by what he makes jaJgem-ne, when, and 
when not, ſuch appearanc.s of God as he ie of, ace 2 


(8 
fed men in their Aſſemblies, we might have knowne the bettet 
how to have ſatisfied his demand. If he judge of che preſence of 
God, and the activity of the powers of the world to come in 
this caſe, by thoſe t ffecti which the miniſtration of the Goſpel in 
ſuch or ſuch Aſſemblies works in men, in cauſing them to deny 
themſelves in their worldly intereſt, not ſeeking the great things 
of this wor 1d, but beirg content to loſe the favour and reſpeR of 
men, the love of relations, and to expoſe themſelves to the cen- 
ſures , hard thoughts, evill ſpeakings, reproachings, revilings, 
ſcoffings, lau2hings, and — of men, that they might zp- 
prove thernſclves faichfull to God ; »ad likewiſe in c them 
to ſeek the honcut of God, and good of Men, in diſper ſiag the 
Goſpel freely, add perſwading all to a cloſe and irtice conformi- 
ty thereto, both in their drawings nigh to God in the matteti of 
his houſe and wo: ſhip, and in their deportment and carriage to- 
wards men in common converſation; I ſay, if julgemeat ſha!l 
be made of the preſence of God with his p ople by ſuch effect: 
us theſe, which yet were the great tokens of the preſence of his 
grace in the fi: ſt times of the Goſpel, then doubtleſſe the Queriſt 
needed not to have made a queſtion of it, where theſe are moſt 
viſible, Ot if he will eſtimare the preſence of God we ſpeak of, 
by thoſe glorious ſucceſſes which he is pleaſed to give unto the 
meetirgs, Min iſtery, and endeavours of his Servants in bringing 
in great numbers and multitudes both of men and women, to be 
obe dient to the Faith, according to the Doctrine and Order of 
the Goſpel, then I (hall de fire him to calt his eyes abroad in the 
Land, and then tell us, by whoſe hands the greateſ? part of thoſe 
many Churches that arc ſeparated from the national! way, have 
been plantec yſpecially in thoſe places,where not long (ince, ſcarce 
ſo much ut a face of Religion was to be ſcene. 

As corcerning many of thoſs of whom ſuch Churches do con- 
fiſt ; it is very true that that which our Saviour ſpeaks of the Mi. 
niſtry of the Prophets diſpoſing and preparing a People for the 
hands of the Apoſtles, and for that Goſpel-monld into which 
they were to calt them. may aptly enough be applyed to the Mnĩ. 
ſtry of the Bipt iſts in planting and building of Churches of ſuch 
materialls, as were in part prepared to their hands, John 4.37.38. 
* Herin that ſaying true, Ons ſoweth, & another reaptth;] ſent you to 
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to uſe them us his workmen to 
ones which wers in 
them up into ſpirituall houſes, 
and way of worſhipping God, i 
was lacking b:fore, but bath alſo ſo wonderfu'ly proſpered his 
word in their mouthes, 1s tmrning of men from de tn « to light, 
and from the power of Satan % Grd, in ſcvetall the dark places 
of this Nation, that I conſeſſe I have not h-ard of the like teſti- 
— only Cotte he catoreamefany ethes ſort of men 
in theſe dayes : and ſurely ſuch things as. theſe, were wont to be 
accounted fignes of the preſence of the Lord with his people, 
eAAl1 11.21. And the hand of the Lord was with thew ; and 4 great 
namber believed, —5 2 to the Lord, Neither can it reaſon- 
ably be thought, that rhe Scriptures are a1 4 ſealed Books 
theſe Men whillt ſuch effect are produced by their be. 
8 Well may it be indeed that the Scriptures are 
not diſhed and carved out by theſe men, with ſuch ſRraines of 
hamane Art and Oratory as they may be by ſome others ; but 
we know who it was , who though hee bad as himſeife fayes, 
T more then many others, yet did decline the perſwaſible 
words of Mens Wi/dowe in his Preaching the Goſpell to men, /-f 
their faith ſbenld have t ood is the Wiſdowe of men, and not in the 
Power of God, 1 Cor.2.4,5. And I am fucre that may be tru'y faid 
in the vindication of theſe, which Paul was faine ſometimes to 
in his o vindication when Ciiparaged by ſome of the . 
anting Preachers of thoſe Times, ws. But theagh I be rude in » Cor. If. 
Speech, yet not in Knowledge, 1 (hould not have mentioned any 
x now dr but that there was a kinde of neceſſity for 
it, but if I hav- plaid the foole in this conſidet t boaſting , us the 
Apoſtle ſpeakes, you know who hath compelled me to it. 


Here 1 coafeſſe I cannot but wonder at the over-light of the 

, in chat he brings Mo4.6.44. Job» G. io. compated with 
4244 21. to prove tb byth Women and Children are ts be wnder- 
feed When men onely are named , 8 n 
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let ve to prove the quite contrary. For whereas Abe and 
in the places befote mentioned, report the men that did cute 
the five Loaves and two fiſhes, to be about five thouſand men 
" Mathew hee reports the p*rſons exting hereof to be about five 
thouſand men, beſides Women and Children, So that Mark ind 
Jobn take notice onely of the number of the men in their relati- 
on of the Miracle, whereas Mathew though he does exictiy agree 
with them as touching the fame number of men, yet he intimates 
that there were Women and Quildren that did cate, befides 
the five houſrnd men. By which it evidently appeares , that 
though Women and Children were j yned with the men in the 
fame action, yet that where John and A. ky mention the men 
onely , the Women and Children are not to be und<rſtood as 
comprehended in that number, which as I fay is the contrary to 
that for the proofe whereof thoſe Texts were alledged. And 
therefore this 4s ſo farre from being any ground to conceive 
that Childrens being Bapt ed, a meant when Men and Womens 
onely is mentioned, us that it is a ground to conceive the 
contrary. 


XXXVII, Dmerie anſwered, 
Here the Qgeriſt ſuppoſes that though it ſhould be proved 
that thete were no Children Baptix:d during the Apoltles dayes, 
that yet it would no more follow from thence that Children 
ought not to be Baptized now then it wonld have followed, chat 
becauſe the 1/-aclicer omitted to curcamciſe their Children for 
forty yeares,7oſ+.5. that therefore it was not lawfull for them to 
Circumciſe the tu #frerwards. To which I anſwer, that it is gran- 
ted, that the one would na more follow then the other, if there 
were like command for the one us there was for the other, And 
therefore I marvell that the Seri ſhould ſo contrary to this, in 
other Querier, argue the non · neceſſity of a mans being Baptized, 
if he have but paſſed the time of his fir i? extrance D the profeſs 
fon of Chriſt, as he dots Qs. 22, Bat why the Neri ſhould ſup- 
poſe that the Baptixing of Children now, ſhouid be more neceſ- 
fary then it was in the Apolties dyes, I know not. neither does he 
{ nor us I believe can he) give us in account. 
Something indeed het alledges xs n reaſon ſuck as it is , why 
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dren in their time, otherwiſe lawful end that they 
bad been bound to dos, had not ſuch u reaſon interpoſed, 
it is ch,. Becrnſe Pan! ſiyd, I was net ſent to Baptizs, but to 
Payach the . 5 n der expounds this ſaying, that 
Den the Goſpell, Which rexſon 
— thus : If be were not ſent to Baptize neither en. 
75 nor one Sex or other , neither conld he be ſent to Baptize Chil. 
en, and if not hee , then neither Chriſt mor the ref? of the Apeſtler, 
in the ſence cler; and then What marvell if whilft ſent about 
maiters incomparably greater they e not be ſo intent apo thin 
of a ſtrondery and — conſequence as to perſecute them to 4. 
utter moſt of What they lawfully mg. To all which I anſwer, 
1. I cannot conſent to the — _—_ the 2 
gives of thoſe words, Chriſt ſent me not to 
thereby would have us nnderſtand, — nd Baptre, — 
no conſiderable end of his being ſent of Chriſt, if by Baprizing 
we underſtand Byprizi either in his own perſon or by ſeeing it 
done by ſome other hands s Which latitude notwithſtanding the 
allowes, For there is no dout but that for him to cauſe 
to be xd mioiſted to men when they did beheve, was n 
—— of the Apoſtles ſending, us well xx his preach- 
ing the Goſpel! that men tight beleeye , ind therefore they are 
joyned in the Cammiſſion tha» : ges yee therefore teach all Na 
tion, Baptizing them, oe. When therefore he ſayes, 22 
pt „ doubtlefſe hee mexns, that the injunctioa did 
d ſo much te adminiſter Baptiſme with his owne 
ro (fortbr 6 eh ting of vc bee wn 
Preach the Goſpe U, deczu that might 
done by a ordinary Diſciple, el otherwiſe —— 
that caſe but to take care that it ſhould be done, if not by him · 
ſelfe ye by ſome other, 477 10 48. Peter commanded them to be 
Baptizad "in the Name of the Lord: poffibly by ſuch zffiftznry us 
the Apoſiles were wont to take with them, — not unlike for 
228 n well as for other tauſes, «A 13. 3. & 15. 
38. Juſt as it was in the &uſe of to the poore j it lay 
upon the A A—_— the did, to take 
One 3 care 
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care that Dezcons (bould be choſen for that worke,but that they 
ſhould be burdened with a petſonall attendance upon that ſet · 
vice (though ſometimes they undertooke it) ſeemed to them an 
unreaſonable thing, ſeeing they had other worke to attend which 
could not ſo well be done by other hands as that might, -A; 6. 
2,3 4 But if Baptiſme had been ſo inconſiderable a eſſe, and 
ſo litt le concerning the Apoltlcs to take care of, xs this reaſon of 
the Qacriſt imports, one would thinke they ſhould not have 
made ſuch halt as Pa and Silas did to Baptiz: the Jaylor and 
his houſe, not only the ſame houre of the night, but (ven whit 
thoſe cutting laſhes and ſtripes which they had newly received, 
were freſh upon them. Nor would Annaxias have Pax 
as he did to be Baptized before he did care or drinke , when as 
he had now falted three dayes, A: 9.9.18,19 & 22. 16. Snrely 
if the like caſe ſhould fall out in out dayes,we would ſay Ged will 
have Merch and not Sacrifice. 

2. That the Bipt zing of Children was not ſo neceſſary in the 
Apoltles dayes, but that the Apoſtles did defer the Baptizing of 
them if not ſo long as the Iſrarlites did defer Crenme fon, Job 
5. yet that they did defer it till they came to give account of their 
Faich I willingly grant; bat that they did fo long ſuſpend the 
Baptizing of men after they beleeved, I cannot beleeve , becauſe 
I inde the contrary : and yet if you obſerve , the reaſon is no 
otherwiſe a reaſon why thongh if Childrens Beptiſme had beene 
lawful!, the practice of it might have beene forborne in the A- 
poltles dayes , then that the Baptizirg of Beleevers themſelves 
might have beene forborne, and yet it ſeemes that could not be 
forborne upon aoy ſuch pretence, For can wee lightly imagine 
that the Apoſtles hands ſhould at any time be fuller of worke, 
then when they had choſe many thouſands before them, and ſuch 
an advantagions opportunity of — the Goſpell as then 
preſented it ſelſe,. 4, 2, and therefore if they might ha ve uſed 
tuch a hberty of deferring Baptiſme as the Qaeriſt imagines, up. 
on account of more important affaires lying upon their ſhoul- 
ders, why ſhould they bave put themſelves upon any ſuch ſtraits, 
as to Baptize three thouſand the ſame day they converted them? 
Doub-lefſ the opportunities of many weekes would have beene 
little cnough according to the zeale of our Age, 1 


= ooh thought ſo inconſiderable a thing us to be done by 
* % 

3. If the Biptixing of Infants had been any part of the Will of 
God or of his inſtitutions in the Apoliles I cannot fo es- 
fi'y thinke , but that the Apoſtles not wi ing their more 
weighty affaires, would in ſome time of their lives or othet have 
fond time and opportunity of ſulfilling that pate of righteoul- 
neſſe as well zs others, or how ever, would have er joyned others 
this pract ce, or elſe ſurely they would not have anſwered the 
Commiſion of their Maſter, whoſe in jac ction was , that they 
ſh ud teach the Beleevers to obſerve whatſoever hee had com- 
minded them, . 28. 20. 

\ And therefore to what purpoſe is there in this caſe, mention 
made of thoſe caſes wherein = man may breake 1 Lu and yet 
be blameleſſe ? or will any of thoſe Scripture inſtances the Que- 
ri points to, agree any bettet with the caſe in hand, then hat po 
and harrow ? The Prieſts in the Temple killed Beaſts for Sacri- Mar. u. 3, 
fice on the Sibbath becauſe commanded , which otherwiſe bad 
not been lawfull, Ergo ; The Apoſtles might lawfully forbeare 
Bapt 2ing all cheir dayes though a duty commanded, having other 
worke to doe of greater moment, they had opportunity 
of doing both this and that. The D. ciples plucked Bites of 
Cotne on the Szabbach, and David did cat the ſh:w bread in caſe 
of nece ſſity to ſuſtein hunger und ſave life, Ergo, Chriſt and the 
Apoſtles mighe omit Buptizing all their time. they bad 
no ſach neceſſity of other ingagements upon that they 
might either dos it themſe'ves or command it to be done by o- 
thers ; unleſſe wee will ſuppoſe they had not time and lea ſure 
to give out ſuch a command where they came, which yet we find 
they ſometimes did 4: 10.48.Jobn 4. 2. is they did alſo in other 
— — ETON which they could 
not ſo well attend themſelves Tit. 1.5. 

Without perad venture, the miſunderſtanding the Apoſtles in- 
tendment in that expreſſion of his, Chrift /ext me net to Baptize, 
but to Preach the Goſpel hath proved x ſnare to in theſe days, 
to thinke more meanly of the Ordinance of then ever 
the *»utle thooght.-For doubt leſſe it was oor the Apoſtles drife 
in thoſe words to dens downe the cliceme of deguifne 
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und to mie Prevching, bar partly to (hew how little rexſon 

h any had to glory in that they had been Biptiz d by bis hands ra» | 
ther then by uch and ſuch; bur more eſpecially to ſatiaſie them 
as touching the resſon why though he converted all or moſt of 
them to the Faith, us 1 Cor 4 15, that yet he himſelfe Baptin:d 
ſo few of them as he had faid,1 C er. i. 14. id. and his reaſon is not 
fetched from the non nect ſſity of Baptiſme ( for wee (ball finde 
that he tooke care to have them Baptized preſently upon their 
b-leeving, A: 18.8.) but from the non neceſſity of having it 
diſpenced by his hands : and he further gives this account why he 
did not Biptiſe them himſclfe, but ſer others to dot it, not be + 
cauſe he wanted time aod opportunity to doe it, ut left any ſhowld 
ſay that he Baptized in hu own N ame. 


XXXVII. ©merie anſwered, 

1, Whether the Principle of the Children of new, alias old 

Bapriſme, which puts them upon Baptizing, beleevers as the A- 
poltles did, be « BywWay, or the Principle of the men of old alias 
new Biptiſme, which puts them upon Baptizing Children, be 
the By way , let the Scriptures jud ge, or at leaſt be th Rule to 
judge by : thereT am fure the Chudten the Querilts ſpeakes of, 
find that priced which anſwers their Principle 3 if the Querilt 
and the Brethren of hu way , cannot finde theirs there tuo, but 
onely fancy to themſclves they can fetch it about with 2 * 
Arme, let the m looke to it , leſt their way doe not prove at l. 
a By way, und in the meane time that which leads them into ma · 
ny other By wayes, By<houphes, By- ſayings, which will be found 
too light in the ballance of the Goſpell, and which will turue to 
no good account in the day when God ſhall try every mans work, 
of what ſort it 1 Cor.4.12, 

2. As for counting all perſons not of our way, uncleane and 
unholy,l have alteady accounted with the Querilt in ſome other 
Qreries For thoſe expreflions, and have fhewed him how be 
dark miſcaſt the reckoning : I would faine have him to know that 
we can call and count ſome of men wayr3 and practiſes unclean 
and unholy, and yet not fo judge of their perſons as to « totall 
nncleenneſle, Doe we not know ther and Frboſephar were 
Servants of che Lord in their timet, and did approve theapſel ves” 
to 
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th Leg Ohno. 14 5-and 1 
the h. 1 and the grot the Idols, 145 76: 
and yet for all that, were to blame asd it is left on record us thei 
blem ſh that they did not alſo take away the bigh which | 
the people had etected for the worſhip of the tua God, to ſave » Cron gur. 
themſelves the labour of going to Jeruſalem, the place which & 39:33» > 
God had choſen to place his Name in, whither they ought to 
have gone, De#t.12.5. In Ike manner we doe acknowledge that 
ye have well done, and doubt not but God hath taken it well at 
your hands, in that ye have advanced to that degree of Refor- 
mation at which ye have arived ; but I muſt needs fay, it yet re- 
maineg,s bicmiſh upon you, that you ſuffer amongſt you aoy of 
thoſe waycs which men have formerly deviſed to make the way 
of the Goſpel more cafie and plauſible, as to the fleſh then 
Chrift hath made it; 2nd theſe blors are fo eſſentia i co Com. 
manion, as that we koow not how 1s rat of your Sacrifice, and net 
be partakgr: of your i, i. e. to hold Charch-communion with 
you, and not make our ſelves gu-lty of that which we condemae 
in the way of your Communion, 

2. As for the crime laid to the charge of this human (23 our 
friend is pleaſed to call it) of the Baptills, viz. the breaking the 
Bonds of Unity, Love, and Peace, by Which they Were lend up with 
#ther C harcher before, it is nothing but what the Proteſtant Ri- g 
ſhops uoderwent from the Pap ſts when they went off from 
them; and the Presbytetians from the Prelates ; and the Inde- 
pendents from the Prexbyterians, when they ſeparated themſelves 
from them: and therefore I hope no wiſe man will be much 
ſtartled with ſuch ſcare-crowes us theſe, in his eying « worke of 
Reformation, ot think the warſe of the baptiſmall way, becauſe 
ie carryes men yet « lictle further” in —— * —.— 
count they are conſtrained to leave their ind, that will 
not go with them. as they themſelves alſo have done thoſe from 
whom they have departed. 
Het Clviflianty bo foe, pad acceptance With 
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he 
ſpeaks of, much leſſe an eſtimation, I 
cangot call cheit 
fre articular : and 


therefore bow duly or unduly, the Queriſt coupled theſe 

poore Baptiſts with men of ſuch unworthy ſtraines and tempers, 

as thoſe are re ed to be with whom they are compared, , 

and into whole company he hath put them (For what cauſe he 
: beſt knowes) we mult leave to God and ſober men to judge, 


XXXIX. Queries anſwered, 

1. That Mr.Phs/pet ſpake or wrote, as he thought, in affirming 
Auxentins un Arrian to be the firſt, and Pola the ſecond, that 
wed the Baptiſme of Children, I will not deny, but that he had 
any good ground fo to think or ſo to ſay, is that which I dode- 
ny : for as Mr, Philpet did not ſpeak this of his own know'edge, 
ſo neither cauld any Author whom he mult credit herein, be able 
to affirme any ſuch thing, unleſſe he had been more then « man, 
and had knowne what, and when every man in the world that 
diſcourſed theſe thiogs, had afficmed or denyed concerning 
them. Beſides, were not Authors of Bookes in former times, at 
leaſt ſome of them, men of like infirmity with ſeverall in theſe 

times, who have-written and afficmed things of the Independents 
4 the mſelves, not ſo much out of knowledge and judgemeor, as out 
| of difaffeRion ? if ſo; are not, or may not they be abuſed or miſ- 
guided in their apprebenſions, that take all biſtoricall relations 
and repreſentations concerning the Anabaptiſts (faiſly ſo called) 
for truth, as well as they ate, and are like to be, who accord 
do, or (h I credit all that is written of the Independenes, 
men diff: Red to their way ? Beides, what credit can be given 
to ancient Authors hereabout, when many ancient Bookes are 
acknowledged to be ſpurious, and others to be corrupred by the 
Papilts, who have put in, and put out, (in their long reign of dark- 
aclie) what wauld belt ferve their intereſt. | | 
And that which is yet more conſiderable, is, that if ir ſhould 
appeate by ucqueſtionable Hiſtory (which for I could ever 
learne does not, hut the contrary ) that the baptiſing of Children 
had been practiſed in the next age after the Apoliles, yer ualeſſe 
it 
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the firſt, che which in times paſt went before baptiſm, for com · 
monly children were baptized when they cams to their under- 
ſtanding. And again, in the beginning of the Church, nd man was 
baptiz:d & received into the congregation, hut thoſa that thrangh 
h-aring the word, wholly gave over nnd ſubmitted themſelves to 
Chriſt, And again, i» anxetationibus ſuper 4. Toby, So much us in 
the Apoſtollicatt writings are written of baptiſm is that 
Baptiſm was Adminiſtred to none by the Apoſtles , but thoſe of 
whom they(concerning heir regeneration) made no doube. 


21.Caſſander in lolo i Eee 5 Tit is certain 
— — — — yy iſme from 
their children untill they were grown , and confd und erſtand and 
remember the miſteries of their faith ; yea ſo counſelled not to 
adminiſter baptiſm , as by Tertallian and Gregory Naxianten xp- 


In ſame Page. Zwing/aa in hir Book of Articlet, Artik 1 f. Ia the 
old time,children were openly inſt who whenchey\ame to 
underſtand, were called ¶ atet hamem, i.e, fuch ns ure inftcyAtcd in 
the word of falration ; and when they had imprinted the faith in 
their Hearts, and made Confeſſion thereof with their Mouthes, 
they were ad mitted to Beptiſme, 

Page 25. Lodovicas vives in Aaguſſinum di tiv dei, Lib, f. 
Cap. 26. No man in times paſt was brought to be baptized, but 
thoſe who wero come to their full growth, who having leacncd 
what it concerned, of their own accord d the ſame. 

31. Za:her in his book of Annabaprifine irknowledgeth, 
that it cannot be proved by ſacred Scripture, that Childrens 
tiſm was inſtituted by Chriſt,or begun by the firſt Chriſtians after 
the Apoſtles, "Page 20, Ruperres T witienfs tb. 4 de div officica 
6ap.18. In formertimes,the cuſtom in the Primitive Church was, 
thar they admiaſued not the Sacrament of Regeneration, but on - 
ly at the feaſt of Nr ind Pomiceſty mad all che children of 
Church whuch throughout the whole yrare, through the 
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and inſitucted in the and afterwards was bap» 
tized by Pengiane the 
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— who being Catechiſad & i by Line the Pope, 

received alſo, Bapt-{m.. Aiſo, Tcla and Eraſme, Daughcers of V 

lentinian u Chriltan of «Aquiles , were in the dayes of Ners the 

Emperour inftcuRted in the Faith by theit Father, and brought up 

in the Feare of God, who being Catechiſed by Harmagers , were 
in a running water. 

And now let the Reader judge, whether theſe Teftimonics 
againſt che praftiſe of baptizing Infants of ol have not much 
more in them, and are worthy of much more credit then Mr. Ph. 
pots Teſtimony for * with Aſtin und [crom to help him, 
eri an/Wered. be 
1. Whether faith ar the profeſſion of Faith be the only er beſt ground 
whereon to ene. we ſhall not need to 
diſpure ; it is ſufficient that accordirg to Scripture, it is ſuch a 
ground, as without which baptiſm was not adtminiſtred to any 
(that we can finde) in the Apoliles dayes, and therefore we * 
neither ought it now ſo to be. 

2. If the Qasriſt thinks that the Apoll les did i 
vinger « prof an of balirving. in ſuch men and womey A Wire bap- 

124d by them, onily for mart of briter grounds, us ſuppoſin there 
were better to be had, let him but prove it, and I will think ſo too; 
Oc elſe for my part I think they had no reaſon to e better 
then thoſe which were every way ſufficient , or then ſuch as God 
had appointed for that pur polczor if God did appoint any other, 
why docs not the eri produce. us x copy of that order or 
Appointm-ne wag 

3. The Neri pum the Queſtion, whether Faith, or a Profeſ- 
Gon of Faith i ocdeneo Bapciime, wn infec en meer as, or 
becauſe ſmeb in their abſelwe or poſſutrue notwe, fx: ot rar 
ther is refpeli of their.relavive natures and properties * — 
I anſwer, that for my part I huge yoo hari te as 
this, that it is altogether irtationall, debe nt 
ſo irration all is never entred into any 
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a plc for ft that Faith is no otherwiſe, 
Or ia no other reſpeRta be in on us neceſſary to Baptiſme, 
but enely as it is Significative o Declarative wnto the Baptizers 


and others, of the Mate of theſe in whe m Faith ts, 4s bring 
— the Gracs and Faverr C For if perſons being in 4 
oy concen aff Gods love to them, be not the ade: 
reaſon why he wou'd have them g;. pic, then the know- 
of this that they are in ſach u condition, cinnot be the 1d 
equate reaſon of Mens admitting them to Baptiſme ; becauſe the 
reaſon of the ones participation, mult be the reaſon of the others 
den of them to chat partic po tow pe whe q 
appouting Baptiſme to to men, mut gu 
— — — perſons to 
whem they doe admimiſter it. 
But now that perſons be 


, bur ener ther te 


in 1 happy condition already, is 
why God would have them bap- 


Laods in n but becauſe 

eee them; and may be bettered by them. 

Dent. 10 U 3. Ala. 27 Job 22.3, & 5.7.8. 
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to be adminiſtred, not for Faiths it is de- 
clarative of their in a ha cnet . is, bot 
rather is it is declgrarive of eh, chi in whom 
it is,and char 7 * of it ire in a due to receive chat 
good by — priſme which God intends men Ik ſo the proper 

j:&s of ir, 

5. That, it parry eat of, abr trms that 
Faith was ir ſiſted on by the poſtles us necedary to be found in 
thoſe to whom they ty bapt ifme, 8 
their being in a good and happy cod, 
. rd have come to the | 
certaine knowledge of that their other 
I fay that which it ſeemet inclines tim thus to thinks! = this, N. 

«cauſe otherwiſe hee canfiot tell how to fr thi thar Chriſt | 
ſhould be a meete or duly qualified fabj & mel n+ = | 
on, hee having no ſuch Faith as the Apofl! 
whom they baptized, nor does he 1 that nd. . prefume 
to ſay, that he w1s baptiz:d either contrary to, or befides the rule 
or minde of God hpi e meete to be biptized 

. conſidering that limſelfe renders rhis ct unt ebe 0 

nd ſubmitting to biptifine, viz. betiliſe it became Hu 
1 eſſe, Au. 3. 15. To which I anſwer, 
| not indeed preſume to ſay,that Chriſt warBaptized,rirher 


contrary to, or 2 the rale given by God , rewehing perſons | 
muerte a be Baptizad But yet 5c not therefore 9 55 
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ebe, knowledge not Aid, ood nnd hippy condition thut 

was in,in of God jo nod py 
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fos otherwiſe how (hoald Jobs 
an one ? (pr till he came to be 
not to be the Son of 
1:3 1433-34, And however,if 
th her by 
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in the Eunuch. the profeſſion of | 
Philip did brptize bim. was but this; I believe that 
the Senue of Cad eid 8. 37. And why ſhould not | 
which rendred another duly capable of baptiſme,render him ca- 
of it in like manner ? 
— — fond 
was bis Core to obey w, inſti- 
tution, ot declared Will of God, in being baptized, though per · 
haps in other reſpecti, he had not that need of it, us others that 


profeſſion of Cariſts defire to obey 
clating it neceſlary, and 
tize bim; for the Text 
I deſire it may be obſerved, 
ing baptized, is here rendered, { 
love and favour of God, as the i iu | 
dcfire to fulfill md obſerve the ſame law ws 
poſed upon other men and pactly becauſe of that mectneſſe, ot 
comlineſle that was in act of obedience or conformity to 
the Will of God 4s that was -which may well fame chal, wha 
thinks themſe ves exerpe water 

theic taking up dap: 


bad. yet — 
though «t 
of God, 
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faith,and defire to obey God; apes be « reaſon ſq fob» to- 
conclade , that ſome good and effect would to 
Chriſt upon his taking up that Ordinance © u indeed 
there did; for there upoa the holy Ghoſt deſcended upon bim in 
the likeneſſe of a done, ind likewiſe a voyce from the Father, de- 
claring his high contentment in him, ſaying, this 14 wy beloved Sou, 
in Wvhons I am well pleaſed, Mu. 16 17. And this reaſon of Jeb 
adminiftring Gapeiſm to Chriſt, was much of the ſame natuce with 
that upon which other men and women were wont to be 
bapt ed : For their declared qualification, —— 
Faith. and D:fire to obey God, was ſtill a ground to him chat di 
adminiſter biptiſme, to believe that the ordinance would not be 
in vainato them but « means of much blefling, 

And therefore ualeſſe ſome ſuch quilifications us theſe,could in 
ſame meaſute be found in Tafants,to render them capable ſu jc 
of baptiſm, us well as Chriſt, theris nothing at all to be inferred 
from Chriſts being baptized, to juſtifie the adminiltration of bop 
tiſme to them. Neither on the other hand, is there any thing duly 
to be argued from ſeba adminiſtering baptiſm to Ch it, to prove 
chat 1 profeſſion of faith, and a willingueſſe to God, is not 
neceſſarily required in all perſons whatſoever, to baptiſmg 
ought to be adminiſtred, 

he premiſles then conſidered, it is ſo far from being at evident 
41 the Sun at nom. day that all perſons, and particularly Infants who 
may be known to be in the love and favour of God wis bons a profeſſion 
of faith, ave Without faith,or a profe ſſien 2 and com. 
pleatly qualified for baptiſm , as the londeſt 1 of their faith 
ander Heaven, us that tho quite conrrary therenato is evident, if 
not 28 evident 47 the Sun at m de, which any but thoſe that ura 
bliad may ſee, yet evident enough to be diſcerned by confidering 
men | & 


' And thus,chough I have not faid all char might have been given 
yrs br of anſwer to theſe Queries, (for then an 
7 light delivers 
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have been beſtowed upon one, us now is 
yet I hope by what is ſaid, there ate ſueh bints 
10 by 2 rational} Improvement wheraf the Reader may cxfily come 
at ample fatisfaction touching the caſes of copſcience thercin de- 
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